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Troubling Involvement 
Regarding William Norman Grigg's article, "UN Assault on the Home," appearing in the 
March 21, 1994 issue of THE NEW AMERICAN: For your information, the LDS Church has 
not endorsed the International Year of the Family or the Patron Cities Program. The Church 
granted a request by the Patron Cities Program to use the Tabernacle for the final session of their 
meeting in Salt Lake City. This meeting will be attended by mayors and corporate executives 
from around the world. Over the years, the Tabernacle has been used by many organizations and 
for many community events. Presidents and presidential candidates have spoken there. Use of 
the Tabernacle, however, does not imply Church endorsement of the individual or the 
organization. In these instances, the Church has provided a community service by making the 
Tabernacle available. 
In issuing a press release on December 31, 1993 the Church said: 
We note with interest that 1994 has been designated the International Year 
of the Family. We join in this recognition of the importance of the family. The 
strength of any nation lies in the strength of its families. Our Heavenly Father 
intends that the greatest happiness and deepest joys should come in our 
associations and our concerns for one another as fathers, mothers and children. 
Strong family life comes of the perception that each of us is a child of 
God, born with a divine birthright and with unlimited potential, Strong family life 
comes from parents who love and respect one another, who teach and nurture 
their children in the ways of the Lord, instilling within them the time-honored 
values of honesty, integrity, industry, and service. It is our hope that all citizens 
will give thanks for and strive to build righteous and caring families. 
BRUCE L. OLSEN 
PUBLIC AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT 
THE CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST 
OF LATTER-DAY SAINTS 


The December 31st press release published by the LDS Church Public Communications 
Department, which contains the statement quoted by Mr. Olsen above, begins: "The First 
Presidency ... has endorsed the worldwide designation of 1994 as the International Year of the 
Family" (emphasis added). That same statement was also referred to as an official endorsement 
in a February 18th letter from Church Headquarters to local Church leaders and in the April 
30th edition of the LDS Church News. Accordingly, Mr. Olsen's insistence that the LDS Church 
has not "endorsed" the IYF is, at best, disingenuous. 

Nowhere in the article "UN Assault on the Home" was it said that the LDS Church had 
endorsed the Patron Cities Program. The Church's decision to lend the Tabernacle for use in the 
final session of the Patron Cities conference may not constitute a formal endorsement, but it 
should be considered troubling by members of the LDS Church who are aware of the anti-family 
implications of the Patron Cities project. 

-- WILLIAM NORMAN GRIGG 
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Balanced Perspective 

As a person proud to be involved with Mississippi for Family Values, I personally would 
like to thank THE NEW AMERICAN for its insightful story "Occurrence in Overt: A 
Mississippi Community Fights for Morality," in the May 2, 1994 issue. 

Mississippi for Family Values has for months begged for just one publication to give us a 
chance to let the people hear our side of the story. Whenever interviewed, we have always given 
the details as they actually took place: No More -- No Less. The seemingly liberal press has never 
printed both sides, only the side of Sister Spirit, in the name of being a progressive media. 

I have personally been called intolerant and a bigot. Ten years ago a very nice 
homosexual man planned and decorated for my wedding. I could have hired most any florist, but 
I really liked his work. He got the job. Doesn't sound bigoted to me! 

It truly amazes me at just how fast the morals of our nation are declining. At best, our 
nation's leaders are a pitiful example for our children. Jesus spoke of the changes that would take 
place just before the end of time. I pray that a lot of hearts will be softened before it is too late. 


VONDA HENDRY 
Ovett, Mississippi 
FRONT PAGE Death 
March to Cairo 
William F. Jasper 


United Nations elites prepare for their global anti-life convention 


From now through the end of the century, be prepared for a steady diet of global summits 
and UN gatherings on one alleged "crisis" or another. This year, 1994, of course, is the year of 
the International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD), also known as the 
Population Summit. The main event will be held in September in Cairo, Egypt. Like the 1992 
Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro, it will be a huge media and celebrity happening, out of which 
will come United Nations agreements and treaties aimed at imposing global environmental and 
population controls. The Rio conference gave us treaties on global warming, biodiversity, 
deforestation, and the enormous Agenda 21, an eco-fascist blueprint for regulating, to minuscule 
detail, every human activity on planet Earth. 

The documents that come forth from these summits, however, are largely preordained by 
the work of globalist technicians at UN Preparatory Committee (PrepCom) meetings months or 
years before. Thus, what will be presented to the world at Cairo in September as the UN 
Programme of Action for Population and Development will be the handiwork of several 
hundred delegates from the world's nations at Population PrepComs 1, 2, and 3. 

PrepCom3, which took place at the United Nations headquarters in New York during 
April 4th through the 22nd, concluded with many contentious issues in the final draft of the 
Programme of Action still uuresolved. Foremost among these is abortion, which pitted 
representatives from the Holy See and its allied delegates from many countries against the 
militant pro-abortion forces in control of the ICPD and the PrepComs. 

ICPD Leadership 

The outcome of PrepCom3 and, ultimately, of the Population Summit, was apparent with 
the appointment of the two top ICPD honchos, Dr. Nails Sadik of Pakistan and Dr. Fred Sai of 
Ghana. Dr. (Mrs.) Nails Sadik, secretary-general of ICPD, is also executive director of the 
United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), the premiere global abortion-promotion agency. As 
chief executive of UNFPA, Dr. Sadik directs a program with a budget of $237 million and a staff 
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of 800 overseeing population control projects in 141 countries. 

Dr. Fred Sai was chairman of Population PrepComs 2 and 3 and will most likely be 
chairman of the Cairo conference. He is currently president of the International Planned 
Parenthood Federation (IPPF) and chairman of Ghana's National Population Commission. Dr. 
Sai, no doubt, was caused some minor embarrassment during the PrepCom when pro-life 
delegates distributed an article he had written equating unborn babies with "parasites." 

Drs. Sadik and Sai saw to it that virtually every other leadership position at the PrepComs 
was filled with like-minded anti-natalist, pro-abortion activists. The delegations from the major 
powers, especially the U.S., were completely in the Sadik-Sai camp. Heading the U.S. delegation 
was former Senator Timothy Wirth, now Special Counsel to the President, as avid an abortion 
advocate and disciple of "world order" as is to be found. Joining Wirth on the U.S. delegation 
was former Congressperson Bella Abzug, feminoid panjandrumess and co-chair of the Women's 
Environment and Development Organization (WEDO). "Bellowing Bella," as she was fondly 
referred to in Congress, wore several hats at the PrepCom: official delegate; unofficial captainess 
of the militant women's non-governmental organizations (NGOs); unofficial spokesperson and 
interviewee for the media; and chief feminist pundit and pontificator. The Earth Times, the 
sem1-official newspaper of the conference, provided Ms. Abzug with her own daily column 
space, entitled "Frankly Speaking," which she ably exploited for firing off fusillades of feminist 
forensics. 

Bella's WEDO and its sister NGOs were so heavily represented at the PrepCom, both on 
delegations and as observers, that she couldn't help gloating in her last "Frankly Speaking" 
column of the conference. Wrote the gleeful Ms. Abzug: "I must say that I think the real heroes 
of this PrepCom are the wonderful women from the NGOs who served on government 
delegations. The 'insiders' worked closely with the 'outsiders' to put together the most 
sophisticated political advocacy campaign to date." 

No argument there. But Bella's "insiders" and "outsiders" -- whether they knew it or not 
-- were laboring to build a global leviathan that Insiders from organizations like the Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR) and Trilateral Commission (TC) intend to use as a world government in 
their "new world order." The CFR one-world imprint was all over the U.S. input -- official and 
unofficial -- to the PrepCom. On the official side, the CFR influence began at the top with CFR 
member President Clinton and proceeded down through Secretary of State Warren Christopher 
(CFR), UN Ambassador Madelaine Albright (CFR), and delegation leader Tim Wirth (CFR). 

Army of NGOs 

The CFR influence was evident also in the huge NGO contingent, numbering some 400 
organizations. Along with WEDO, one of the NGO heavyweights at PrepCom3 was the 
International Women's Health Coalition, whose president, Joan Dunlop (CFR), wielded big 
clout. Like Ms. Abzug, many NGO leaders also doubled as official delegates. Of course, no one 
in the CFR-dominated media bothered to notice or report a very salient connection between 
virtually all of the U.S. and international NGOs: their common funding sources. If you examine 
the NGO budgets you find that they are heavily dependent on such CFR fiefdoms as the Ford 
and Rockefeller Foundations, the U.S. Agency for International Development, UNFPA, and 
IPPF. The old saying, "Who pays the piper calls the tune," certainly counted at PrepCom3; the 
"independent" NGOs dutifully sang the CFR "new world order" tune. 

They had considerable Insider direction, naturally. Besides the regular, controlled press 
cheering on the would-be population police, the Earth Times was always there serving up a 
steady diet of politically correct global-think. During the PrepCom, the pages of the Earth Times 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


were daily filled with columns by, articles about, or interviews with participants such as Victoria 
Markell of Population Action International, Wanda Nowicka of the Federation for Women and 
Family Planning in Warsaw, Avabi Wadia, president of the Family Planning Association of 
India, Dr. A.B. Sulaiman, executive director of the Planned Parenthood Federation of Nigeria, 
Dilys Cossey, European consultant to IPPF and member of the UK delegation, Sandra Kabir, 
executive director of the Bangaladesh Women's Health Coalition, Alexander C. Sanger, 
president of Planned Parenthood of New York, Peggy Curlin, president of the Centre for 
Development and Population Activities, William N. Ryerson, executive vice president of 
Population Communications International, and Qui Shuhua, secretary-general of the Chinese 
Family Planning Association (CFPA). 

The CFPA is a fascinating example of the intersecting interests of the CFR one-worlders 
and their totalitarian confreres. Ostensibly a "volunteer" group that helps implement China's 
brutally coercive population controls, CFPA is funded jointly by the Beijing communist 
government, the Ford and Rockefeller Foundations, and IPPF. When one sees these apparently 
disparate forces working together in concert, suddenly the purpose behind all of the hundreds of 
millions of dollars funneled to these obscure, far-flung groups over the years makes perfect 
sense. 

"A Development Problem" 

Pro-life critics were not the only ones to note the blatantly one-sided tilt of the whole 
conference setup. A seemingly unlikely critic of the incestuous arrangement among PrepCom 
personnel was Dr. Mahbub ul Haq, senior adviser to the United Nations Development Program. 
In a luncheon speech to the Eminent Citizens Committee for Cairo '94 on April 18th at the UN, 
Dr. Haq complained, "The people here are from population and health ministries. They have a 
vested interest in family planning, not as part of development." Indeed, globalist ideology aside, 
the PrepCom participants have much to gain by pushing for as broad and pervasive (and 
expensive) a "solution" to the population "crisis" as possible; they will be the recipients of the 
power and funds to implement the programs which they design. 

However, Dr. Haq's objections quickly proved to be an offering of false opposition. Haq, 
who worked closely at the World Bank with Robert S. McNamara (CFR) for many years and 
helped shower tens of millions of dollars on programs to flood developing countries with 
contraceptives, now admits that approach was a failure at reducing population growth. He would 
rather see current emphasis placed on the "developmental" model, which is designed to reduce 
population growth through economic development and, especially, "female education." 
"Population is a development problem, not a clinical problem," Haq said. "That should be our 
mantra for all times." 

But if you think the good doctor is talking about scrapping the socialist policies that have 
been miring Third World countries in poverty, hold your cheers; he is saying nothing of the sort. 
According to Haq, "In the global life boat, it is not just numbers but their weight that counts. In 
global terms, population increase in the rich nations and their existing resource consumption 
patterns are the real problem, not population increase in the poor countries." What is he really 
after? He continues: "A major restructuring of the world's income and consumption patterns -- 
especially a fundamental change in the current lifestyles of the rich nations -- may be a necessary 
precondition for any viable strategy of sustainable human development at the global level." The 
rich nations, says Haq "will have to enlarge assistance for the entire range of human 
development programs." 

Global "Saviors" 
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What Hag, and those Insiders whose views he represents, are after is much more 
ambitious than merely making abortion more freely available, or even making it mandatory, as in 
Communist China. They want to centralize and seize control over all aspects of human life on 
this planet under the pretext of saving us from our own gluttonous self-destruction. Bella Abzug 
echoed Haq's theme in her April 20th column, proclaiming: "The historic opportunity of this 
gathering in Cairo is to help shape and define the guiding principles for the next decade. We 
must face the challenge to implement Agenda 21...." 

Agenda 21, a massive regulatory monstrosity, is the proposed over-arching framework 
for the new global green regime into which the population plan and all other eco-schemes will 
fit. Warning of the "dire consequences of unrestrained human population growth," Agenda 21 
proposes "an array of actions which are intended to be implemented by every person on Earth" 
and calls for "specific changes in the activities of all people." 

Moreover, the document Ms. Abzug and company are now pushing so aggressively 
makes this chilling boast: 

Effective execution of Agenda 21 will require a profound reorientation of all human 

society, unlike anything the world has ever experienced -- a major shift in the 

priorities of both governments and individuals and an unprecedented 

redeployment of human and financial resources. This shift will demand that a 

concern for the environmental consequences of every human action be integrated 

into individual and collective decision-making at every level. 

PrepCom3 gave us a glimpse of the "collective decision-making" process that we can 
expect to see with increasing frequency. Right from the start of the PrepCom, it was clear that, 
Dr. Sai's repeated assurances notwithstanding, all talk of "consensus" was a farce. Latin 
American and Arab state delegates were particularly upset that none of the recommendations 
they had made at PrepCom2 had been incorporated into the draft document for PrepCom3. It was 
as if all their labors had been for naught; the Sadik-Sai forces had ignored all of their "input." 

This same arrogant abuse of power continued throughout PrepCom3. During the first ten 
of the twelve working days, the delegates broke up into working groups to go through the 
painstaking process of line-by-line, word-by-word analysis and negotiation of the 15 chapters of 
the Programme of Action. Since most of the delegates for countries that opposed much of the 
program were non-English speaking, the Sadik-Sai cabal cleverly marginalized them by 
publishing the daily draft revisions only in English. Since the UN has a surfeit of translators and 
a huge budget, this decision was transparently a ploy to keep the opposition from reading, 
understanding, and effectively countering the proposed revisions. However, even those for whom 
English is the first language found they needed "translators" to get at the real meaning of the 
ambiguous UN bureaucratese in which the documents were written. 

Papal Opposition 

Another tactic of the UN globocrats, the Clinton delegation, and their media allies was to 
play on religious bigotry by portraying all opposition to their grand plan as part of an 
obstructionist conspiracy of the Vatican and its lackeys. "The Pope has no veto over the Cairo 
Conference," read the title of one Earth Times editorial. Other headlines blared: "Vatican is 
accused of forcing retreat from commitments," and "Pope blasts PrepCom: Vatican escalates its 
campaign on the Cairo Conference." 

The Holy See made no secret of its opposition to much of the Programme of Action and 
openly used its influence not only with Catholic countries, but with Arab states as well, to form 
opposition blocs. Pope John Paul II himself attacked the conference proceedings on more than 
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one occasion. On Sunday, April 17th, the Pope expressed his "sad surprise regarding some 
orientations which have emerged during the preparation for the international Conference on 
Population and Development." "It is now more urgent than ever," he said, "to react to models of 
behavior which are the fruit of a permissive and hedonistic culture, for which disinterested 
self-giving, control of one's instincts, a sense of responsibility are presented as concepts linked 
with a long-past era." 

The Holy See and other opponents particularly objected to the UNFPA-IPPF 
abortion/sterilization/contraception agenda marching under code phrases like "reproductive 
rights," "sexual and reproductive health," "family planning," "fertility regulation," and 
"pregnancy termination." 

Although the Vatican provided leadership to the opposition, charges that it was imposing 
its own "minority" view on the world were not only false but covered up the real truth: that a 
small coterie of globalist elites is attempting to impose its tyrannical agenda on the rest of the 
world. 

Pro-Abortion Imperialism 

The International Right to Life Federation accurately described the UN's and the Clinton 
Administration's ICPD agenda as "pro-abortion imperialism." The organization noted that "at 
least 95 nations have laws that are very protective or somewhat protective of pre-born human 
beings. These laws cover 37 percent of the world's population, or over two billion 
(2,000,000,000) persons. The Clinton Administration now proclaims that these nations should 
adopt laws that guarantee women 'reproductive choice’ on abortion. Where such laws have been 
adopted, in the U.S. and elsewhere, they have resulted in sharp increases in abortion rates -- 
which would serve the Administration's desire to advance 'population control." 

Because of broad disagreement on abortion and many other issues, the draft Programme 
of Action is filled with many bracketed words, phrases, and paragraphs that will have to be taken 
up by those attending the Cairo Summit in September. Much of the most hotly disputed language 
appears in Chapter 7, "Reproductive rights, sexual and reproductive health and family planning." 
Section 38 of that chapter has been bracketed in its entirety. It reads: "[Countries should remove 
legal, regulatory an.d social barriers to sexual and reproductive health information and care for 
adolescents and must ensure that the programmes and attitudes of health-care providers do not 
restrict the access of adolescents to the services and information they need. In doing so, services 
for adolescents must safeguard their rights to privacy, confidentiality, informed consent and 
respect]." 

Other problematic passages include: 

* Section 37: "The objectives are: a) To address adolescent [sexual and reproductive 
health] issues, including unwanted pregnancy, [unsafe abortion], sexually transmitted 
diseases..." 

* Section 39: "Countries, with the support of the international community, should protect 
and promote the rights of adolescents to [sexual and reproductive health] education, information 
and care and greatly reduce the number of adolescent pregnancies." 

* Section 40: "Sexually active adolescents will require special family-planning 
information, counseling and services, including contraceptive services...." Section 40 also opens 
the door for mandated "re-education" of parents in their proper "duties." The ominous parallels to 
Nazi and communist programs of the past are apparent: "Governments and non-governmental 
organizations should promote programmes directed to the education of parents, with the 
objective of improving the interaction of parents and children to enable them to comply better 
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with their educational duties to support the process of maturation of their children, particularly in 
the areas of sexual behavior and [sexual reproductive health]." 

Section 30: "Support should be given to integral sexual education and services for 
children and young people with the support and guidance of their parents, and in line with the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child" (emphasis added). Those familiar with the Orwellian 
potential of that dangerous convention (see THE NEW AMERICAN, June 18, 1991, page 4) will 
recognize that this is a back-door approach to placing the family under a UN Big Brother/Big 
Mother tyranny. 

Hardball Tactics 

Over the next three months leading up to Cairo, the Clinton Administration, the UN, the 
CFR media cartel, and the huge lobbying army of the environmental-population NGOs will be 
hammering mercilessly on those countries that have lead the opposition to the ICPD program: 
Nicaragua, Turkey, Honduras, Malta, Latvia, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Ecuador, Morocco, Benin, 
Argentina, and others. These nations, many of which are faced with heavy debt burdens and 
struggling economies, will very likely be threatened with loss of USAID funds, IMF and World 
Bank loans, military aid, and trade deals. The Clinton Administration will be using the same kind 
of "hardball" tactics it used so effectively in the NAFTA battle. 

At the close of PrepCom3, the New York Times quoted Monsignor Diarmuid Martin, the 
Vatican PrepCom representative, as charging, "The United States wants the question of abortion 
as a fundamental dimension of population policy throughout the world to be a major theme of the 
conference." To which Timothy Wirth responded: "I think it is unfair that any group would say 
the U.S. is out promoting abortion. That is simply not true. The U.S. has been a wonderfully 
moderating influence...." 

The following day, however, 12 religious leaders revealed what kind of "wonderfully 
moderating influence" the Administration was really providing. The group, led by Chuck Colson, 
chairman of Prison Fellowship, and Dr. James Dobson, president of Focus on the Family, sent an 
open letter to President Clinton urging him to rescind a State Department cable directing all 
diplomatic and consular posts to pressure foreign governments to support greater abortion 
availability in the ICPD plan of action. The church leaders called the cable, which had been sent 
in March, "an unprecedented misuse of our diplomatic corps for political ends." The letter 
charged that "the countries the State Department is pressuring to embrace liberalized abortion 
policies, often in violation of their own laws, deeply resent what they regard as cultural 
imperialism." In addition to moral concerns, the group expressed alarm over the urging of greater 
access to abortion in countries that often do not have antibiotics, ultrasound machines, and even 
sterile operating rooms. They predict that introducing a surgical procedure like abortion into 
some of these regions would result in "massive infections and death" for women receiving 
abortions. 

Besides Colson and Dobson, the signers of the letter included: Dr. Joseph M. Stowell, 
president of Moody Bible Institute; Dr. Charles Swindoll, president of Insight for Living; Dr. 
Edwin Young, president of the Southern Baptist Convention; Dr. Paul A. Cedar, president of the 
Evangelical Free Church of America; Dr. Billy Melvin, executive director of the National 
Association of Evangelicals; Dr. D. James Kennedy, pastor of Florida's Coral Ridge Presbyterian 
Church; Dr. Brandt Gustavson, president of the National Religious Broadcasters; Dr. Bill Bright, 
president of Campus Crusade for Christ; and Reverend John Perkins, president of the John 
Perkins Foundation for Reconciliation and Development. Through their organizations, the 
cosigners of the letter represent some 75 denominations and over 25 million people. 
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The Population Controllers: Their Coercive Agenda 

The Programme of Action for the International Conference on Population and 
Development (ICPD) asserts, "The principle of informed free choice is essential to the long-term 
success of the family-planning programmes. Any form of coercion has no part to play." 
Moreover, it declares: "Demographic goals, while legitimately the subject of government 
development strategies, should not be imposed on family-planning providers in the form of 
targets or quotas for the recruitment of clients." 

Similar assurances against the use of duress or government force to implement population 
policies peppered the speeches of leading participants at the ICPD PrepComs. Such guarantees, 
however, are far from convincing when the following are taken into consideration: 1) the history 
of advocacy for totalitarian measures by the leading population crusaders; 2) the legacy of UN 
support for tyrannical population control programs; 3) the rising chorus of population "crisis" 
doomsday forecasts. 

Early Revelation 

As far back as 1947, Julian Huxley, the first director general of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), revealed the organization's 
Orwellian plans when he wrote in UNESCO: Its Purpose and Its Philosophy: 

... though it is quite true that any radical eugenic [controlled human 

breeding] policy will be for many years politically and psychologically 

impossible, it will be important for Unesco to see that the eugenic problem is 

examined with the greatest care, and that the public mind is informed of the issues 

at stake so that much that is now unthinkable may at least become thinkable. 

Some 20 years later the "public mind" had been sufficiently "informed" by a steady UN 
propaganda barrage that the "unthinkable" was indeed becoming "thinkable." In 1968, Paul 
Ehrlich's book The Population Bomb took the world by storm. Warned Ehrlich: "We must have 
population control at home, hopefully through a system of incentives and penalties, but by 
compulsion if voluntary methods fail ... We can no longer afford merely to treat the symptoms of 
the cancer of population growth; the cancer itself must be cut out" (emphasis added). 

In 1969, Alan Guttmacher, longtime president of Planned Parenthood, said: "Each 
country will have to decide its own form of coercion, determining when and how it should be 
employed .... The means presently available are compulsory sterilization and compulsory 
abortion." Planned Parenthood and the UN Population Fund (UNFPA) are enthusiastic 
supporters and promoters of the brutal forced sterilization and forced abortion policies of Red 
China's totalitarian population program. 

In 1972, the elitist Club of Rome came out with its much-heralded study, The Limits to 
Growth, which proclaimed: "Entirely new approaches are required to redirect society toward 
goals of equilibrium rather than growth." In order to save the earth, said the Club report, "joint 
long-term planning will be necessary on a scale and scope without precedent." A "supreme 
effort" by all would be required "to organize more equitable distribution of wealth and income 
worldwide." It is worth remembering that this oft-quoted "authoritative" study, like The 
Population Bomb, was wrong on virtually all of its predictions. 

This spring Cornell University Professor David Pimentel told the 1994 annual meeting of 
the American Association for the Advancement of Science that the number of human beings on 
our planet, currently about 5.6 billion, is nearly triple what it should be. According to Pimentel's 
calculations, world population should be reduced to somewhere between | billion to 2 billion 
people. That, he says, would be the optimal, "sustainable" population level for the planet. 
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Unfortunately, Pimentel is not alone, and the population control madness is spreading, 
thanks to a sympathetic media. The Los Angeles Times gave Dartmouth College Professor 
Donella Meadows (lead author of The Limits to Growth) prominent space on April 5th for an 
op-ed piece praising Pimentel for daring "to talk about it." Of course, Pimentel, Meadows, and 
their ilk rarely get around to discussing the nitty gritty of the brutal, draconian policies that 
would be required to bring about such a radical depopulation of the planet as they advocate, 
Treating the "Cancer" 

Jacques Cousteau, the venerated environmental icon, has given us an even more frightful 
look at the mind set of the population controllers. In an interview with the UNESCO Courier for 
November 1991 the famed oceanographer said: 

The damage people cause to the planet is a function of demographics -- it 

is equal to the degree of development. One America burdens the earth much more 

than twenty Bangaladeshes. The damage is directly linked to consumption. Our 

society is turning toward more and needless consumption. It is a vicious circle 

that I compare to cancer .... 

This is a terrible thing to say. In order to stabilize world population, we 

must eliminate 350,000 people per day. It is a horrible thing to say, but it's just as 

bad not to say it [emphasis added]. 

Later, just before the Earth Summit; Cousteau told Jean Daniel, senior editor of the 
French weekly Nouvelle Observateur, in June 1992, "More and more people are willing to use 
the atomic bomb if the situation arises that one billion people are migrating toward the West." 
Cousteau doesn't say that he would be willing to use the bomb, but the inference seems to be that 
such drastic measures may be justified. And not only justified, but possibly essential to attain 
"sustainable" world population levels. 

Their pronounced commitments to non-coercive policies notwithstanding, it is truly 
frightening to consider the "forms of coercion" that these population control zealots might 
employ if they had the power to work their warped wills. Beyond the Chinese-style Big Brother 
population control tactics, are global Ethiopian-style forced famines, Bosnian-style ethnic 
cleansings, and Rwandan-style mass slaughters on the depopulation planners! drawing boards? 
Will the UN reproductive police decide on pre-emptive strikes against the human "cancer," using 
viral agents or other biological and chemical weapons to achieve their sacred "sustainable" 
population goals? 


-- W.F.J. 


China as Global Partner. In announcing his decision to renew Communist China's most 
favored nation (MFN) trading status, President Clinton said, "This decision ... offers us the best 
opportunity to lay the foundation for longterm, sustainable progress in human rights and for the 
advancement of our other interests with China" (emphasis added). Some of those "other 
interests" are spelled out in Triangle Paper number 45, An Emerging China in a World of 
Interdependence, by Yoichi Funabashi, Michel Oksenberg, and Heinrich Weiss, which was 
published by the Trilateral Commission just in time for President Clinton's MFN decision. 

The paper urges the "Trilateral nations" to welcome China into "existing integrative 
frameworks in Asia, such as APEC and the ASEAN Regional Forum," as these "regional 
multilateral organizations can greatly contribute to global integration." Once brought within the 
fold, China would participate in policy decisions regarding "economic integration, security 
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matters, global issues, and international human rights standards." 

According to the TC report, "the most pressing concern is getting China into the World 
Trade Organization. The combination of China's increasingly significant impact on the world 
economy with the insufficiently regulated nature of her economic growth could destabilize the 
international economy" (emphasis added). 

The TC's concern regarding the "insufficiently regulated" nature of China's still-socialist 
economy is quite telling. Apologists for the Clinton Administration's MFN decision insist that by 
drawing China out of its "isolation," we can hasten the demise of its communist system; 
however, the TC apparently believes that bringing China into the WTO would be the best way to 
keep that country communist. 

Swiss Choice. On June 12th, Swiss voters will be called upon to decide three important issues: 
The creation of a blue helmet unit, a new constitutional provision on multiculturalism, and easier 
naturalization for foreign residents. Although the Swiss Federal Council passed legislation to 
create a blue helmet battalion that could be placed at the disposal of the United Nations or the 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE), "right wing" opponents to the 
measure collected enough signatures (90,000) to put the issue before the voters in a referendum. 
The Ticino League, which organized the referendum drive, points out that Swiss voters spoke 
strongly against joining the UN in 1986 and charges that the blue helmet unit is really a 
back-door attempt at UN membership. 

Flavio Maspoli, national councilor for the Ticino League, organized the anti-blue helmet 
referendum. Says Maspoli: "Our declaration of principle against creating a Swiss unit of blue 
helmets is based on a number of factors. The first is that Switzerland is a neutral country. The 
second is that precisely because of this neutrality Swiss voters have already spoken out against 
UN membership. Before there is any question of mobilizing Swiss blue helmets, voters should be 
asked again about joining the UN. The third point is that UN troops have proved themselves 
totally unworthy of trust, since in ex- Yugoslavia, in Somalia, and particularly in Mozambique 
they have been caught indulging in a whole range of criminal activities (prostitution, homosexual 
acts involving children, incitement to crime)." 

CFR/PLO Ties. Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) Chairman Yassir Arafat and the 
Palestinian National Authority (PNA) announced on May 24th that they had chosen New York 
investment bank Morgan Stanley Asset Management (MSAM) to manage the more than $2 
billion to be provided to the new Palestinian "autonomous authorities" by the U.S., the European 
Union, and other contributors. MSAM, with $50 billion in assets under management, is a 
subsidiary of Morgan Stanley Group, Inc., a spin-off of the legendary J.P. Morgan financial 
empire. Morgan Stanley is the third largest U.S. investment bank and has a certified Insider 
pedigree. Council on Foreign Relations heavyweights on its board of directors include former 
U.S. Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney, former Morgan Stanley Chairman S. Parker Gilbert, and 
former Mobil Corporation Chairman Allen E. Murray. Its advisory board is chaired by S. Parker 
Gilbert and includes Kaneo Nakamura, former chairman of the Industrial Bank of Japan and a 
member of the Trilateral Commission. 

Red Dominance in South Africa. South African journalist Ed Cain reports in Signposts: 
"Although the South African Communist Party (SACP) has only 60,000 members and scores 
only one percent in opinion polls, 16 of the ANC's 26 cabinet ministers and deputies are 
members, former members, or suspected members of the SACP. These include Joe Slovo, SACP 
chairman as Minister of Housing; Sidney Mufamadi (Safety and Security -- formerly Law and 
Order); Jeff Radebe (Public Works) and Alex Erwin (deputy Finance). Mbeki, the ANC's top 
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theorist in Marxist ideology, resigned from the SACP shortly after it was unharmed in 1990. The 
same is true of Mac Maharaj (Transport). The IFP's Joe Matthews (deputy, Safety and Security) 
is another former senior member of both the ANC and SACP." 

South Africa Today; America Tomorrow. While in South Africa to attend Nelson Mandela's 
coronation, Hillary Rodham Clinton offered a speech in which she announced that Americans 
would "follow South Africa's example." Mrs. Clinton revisited this theme during a speech at the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign on May 18th: "If, for an instant, you doubt our 
ability to change, to make progress, to build a more economically productive, socially just, 
politically productive and morally right society, think about places like South Africa and hear 
what Nelson Mandela said." 

In a dispatch from South Africa, Holger Jensen of the Rocky Mountain News examined 
the dilemma confronting white (and non-Communist) members of the new South African 
military. Jensen points to the case of General Georg Meiring, "a counter-insurgency expert and 
veteran of South Africa's covert involvement in the Angolan War, [who] must integrate his 
armed forces with former enemies. And he faces the prospect of using them against former 
friends .... Many members of the white right are former soldiers or policemen. Like Meiring, 
some are veterans of the Angola campaign. One day he may be ordered to unleash his troops on 
old comrades-in-arms." 

Biometric Technology. Amid continuing discussions of the "clipper chip" surveillance 
technology, electronic "smart cards," and the like, Representative Rick Lazio (R-NY) has 
introduced H.R. 3723, a measure calling upon the Secretary of Health and Human Services to 
conduct a feasibility study "on the use of biometric technology as a means to identify welfare 
applicants." This measure, which is being sold as a means to reduce welfare abuse, would 
authorize the federal government to conduct experiments similar to those presently underway in 
California and New York. Lazio's bill has 64 bipartisan sponsors. 

The Tormenting of Denny's, Continued. The troubles are not over for the Denny's restaurant 
chain, which recently agreed to pay $54 million to settle a class-action "racial discrimination" 
lawsuit. On April 18th, Arsen Kabadayen and Oscar Gomez, who describe themselves as a 
homosexual "couple," filed a discrimination suit against the chain, claiming that during a visit to 
a Denny's restaurant in Commerce, California they were passed over for service after they had 
been seen holding hands. The pair seeks $500,000 for "civil rights" violations, emotional 
distress, and negligence. Such claims will undoubtedly proliferate now that bad or indifferent 
service has become a federal offense. 

The MLK Cult and National Service. On May 24th, the Senate voted in favor of the "King 
Holiday and Service Act of 1994," which is sponsored by Senator Harris Wofford (D-PN) and 
Representative John Lewis (D-GA). The measure instructs the Martin Luther King Jr. Federal 
Holiday Commission to "support the planning and performance of national service opportunities 
in conjunction with the federal holiday honoring the birthday of Martin Luther King Jr." and 
appropriates $2 million in federal tax funds for that purpose. Among supporters of the act could 
be found the Clinton Administration, the AFL-CIO, the Mennonite Central Committee, the 
National Catholic Educational Association, and Jack Kemp. 

During floor discussion of the bill, Senator Carol Mosley-Braun (D-IL) told her 
colleagues that "merely establishing a King holiday in every state is not enough. For if we allow 
this holiday to become nothing more than another day of rest and relaxation, of sleeping later and 
bargain sales, we have failed. We have failed the memory of Dr. King, and we have failed the 
potential within each of us -- the potential to achieve greatness through service." It is not enough 
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that all Americans be compelled to observe Martin Luther King day; we must now be compelled 
to perform "service" in his honor. 

Western Rebellion and the Con-Con. During the Western States Summit II in Phoenix, Utah 
Governor Mike Leavitt called for a regional conference of Western states for the purpose of 
developing a constitutional amendment which would supposedly "strengthen rights given to 
states under the Tenth Amendment." According to the Salt Lake Tribune, Leavitt has "an agenda 
that could lead to calling an historic constitutional convention" -- perhaps before the 1996 
elections. Although Leavitt later retreated from this proposal, it is clear that the growing 
dissatisfaction with federal regulations, mandates, and other impositions upon state governments 
could create momentum for a second constitutional convention -- which would place the 
Constitution at the mercy of the same interests responsible for the very problems which plague 
state governments. 

Phony International Tax "Cut." Former Secretary of Housing and Urban Development Jack 
Kemp has sounded the war cry Insiders will use to browbeat conservatives into voting for the 
sovereignty compromising Uruguay Round of GATT. According to the May 26th Christian 
Science Monitor, Kemp recently told a gathering of Republicans that "ultimately, Republicans 
and conservatives who use the sovereignty issue to oppose GATT will be accused of failing to 
pass the largest international tax cut in history...." 

Although this argument may have some popular appeal, it is without factual merit. 
"Pay-as-you-go" budget rules mean that GATT will contain a much larger tax hike to offset an 
estimated $14-$16 billion in lost customs revenue (according to a Congressional Budget Office 
estimate). Taxes were raised on international travel to compensate for a similar shortfall resulting 
from the NAFTA agreement. The tax "cut" invoked by Kemp and other pseudo-conservatives is 
actually a case of misdirection: Reductions in tariffs will be used to conceal offsetting increases 
in more intrusive and less economical forms of taxation, such as the income tax. 

Summit to Expand NAFTA. President Clinton will hold a summit with other Western 
Hemisphere heads of state in Miami on December 9th. The announced purpose of that summit is 
to inaugurate a drive to expand NAFTA to include nations in the southern half of the 
hemisphere, especially Chile. Writing for the May 26th Christian Science Monitor, Peter 
Hakim, president of Inter-American Dialogue, suggests the following agenda at the summit: "As 
a first step, the US should quickly fulfill its pledge to Chile by incorporating it into NAFTA, or 
making a free-trade deal .... [Also,] the US should outline the conditions and procedures it 
proposes for bringing other states into a free-trade arrangement..." 

By bringing Chile under the jurisdiction of NAFTA, the Insiders will complete the task of 
reversing that country's remarkable economic success story. 
NATION Another "No!" to 
Tyranny 

President Clinton and the policy elites of the Council on Foreign Relations may believe 
that American troops should be sent into Haiti, Bosnia, Somalia, and other world trouble spots 
designated by the United Nations, but Alabama State Representative John H. Hawkins believes 
otherwise. 

As a World War II veteran and a longtime foe of the United Nations, Representative 
Hawkins is angered and alarmed that the American people have allowed the federal government 
to send U.S. forces into undeclared wars all over the globe under UN command. "We are 
allowing our country to become entangled in places we have no business being involved while 
jeopardizing the lives of our soldiers and the security of our nation," Hawkins told THE NEW 
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AMERICAN. America's armed forces should not be sent overseas except to protect American 
lives and our vital national interests, he said, and then only under American command. 

Hawkins is not aware of any outpouring of public support for empowering the United 
Nations with vast new authority, establishing a "new world order," or deploying U.S. military 
forces to the far corners of the earth. In fact, he says, the opinion polls he has seen and the 
feedback from his own constituents point in the exact opposite direction. 

Determined to send a message to Washington demonstrating the mounting concern over 
our growing involvement in UN "peacekeeping," Hawkins authored Alabama House Resolution 
396, which calls on Congress to cease U.S. funding of, and participation in, all military 
operations under the authority of the UN and all those not specifically authorized by Congress. 

On April 14th the Alabama House of Representatives voted overwhelmingly (88 to 3) in 
favor of the resolution. "I think this resolution is a step in the right direction," Hawkins says, but 
he admits that there is still "a long way to go. I think the dangers [from UN encroachment on 
U.S. sovereignty] are becoming more obvious each day." 

As Hawkins sees it, we are already drowning in too much government -- federal, state, 
and local. A world government, under the UN or any other body, would be incalculably worse. 
Representative Hawkins hopes that many other state legislators and legislatures will take up this 
fight and help force Congress and the President to reverse the dangerous course on which our 
nation is now headed. 

The movement to do this appears to be gathering momentum. An almost identical 
measure was passed by the Oklahoma House of Representatives earlier this spring (see THE 
NEW AMERICAN, May 2, 1994, page 15) and similar resolutions are pending in many other 
States. 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Resolution of the House of Representatives of the State of 
Alabama 


WHEREAS, President Clinton has affirmed that his foreign policy will bear little change from 
that of his predecessor regarding the deployment of the United States military forces under the 
authority of the United Nations; and 

WHEREAS, the constitutional role of our military is to protect the life, liberty and 
property of United States citizens and to defend our nation against insurrection or foreign 
invasion; and 

WHEREAS, the United States is an independent sovereign nation and not a tributary of 
the United Nations; and 

WHEREAS, there is no popular support for the establishment of a "new world order" or 
world sovereignty of any kind either under the United Nations or under any world body in any 
form of global government; and 

WHEREAS, global government would mean the destruction of our Constitution and 
corruption of the spirit of the Declaration of Independence, our freedom, and our way of life; 
now therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
LEGISLATURE OF ALABAMA, That we hereby urge the United States Congress to cease 
appropriating funds for any military activity not authorized by Congress, to not engage in any 
military activity under the authority of the United Nations or any world body, and to cease 
rendering aid and consent to the establishment of a "new world order" or to any form of global 
government. 
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Red China's dictators called President Clinton's bluff and found, not surprisingly, that 
there was nothing there. Mr. Clinton's campaign vow to hold Beijing accountable for its 
loathsome human rights record was useful to get labor union support and was handy as a weapon 
against George Bush -- but that rhetoric was a pretense. In fact, throughout the past year major 
Administration players were giving the Chinese Communists every indication that they need not 
worry about serious economic sanctions. 

The hypocrisy was manifest. Candidate Bill Clinton accused President Bush of having 
"coddled the regime, pleading for progress, but failing to impose penalties for intransigence." 
Moreover, said Mr. Clinton, the Chinese people "are still denied their basic rights and liberties. 
They are denied the right to choose their own leaders; they are still imprisoned for simply calling 
for democracy; they continue to suffer torture and cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment and 
punishment." 

Having repeatedly accused President Bush in 1992 of "coddling criminals," Mr. Clinton 
in 1993 gave Beijing another year to come up with sufficient cover to save face -- which the 
communists most assuredly did not do -- by promising that future renewals of most favored 
nation (MEN) status would be linked to improvements in human fights. Last month, however, 
the President not only renewed MEN status but permanently delinked human rights from MFN. 

Proofs of a Paper Tiger 

This open reversal of stated policy was hailed by mass media magazines in the U.S. as 
"wise" (Newsweek) and "realistic and courageous" (Time), but in Asia even those who had 
resented the human rights focus were closer to the mark. Wang Xizhe, a Chinese "dissident" who 
spent 14 years in prison for his beliefs, told the Washington Post: "| think the Chinese saw early 
on that the United States is a paper tiger." And the Washington correspondent for Japan's 
influential Asahi newspaper wrote: "It is a 180-degree change in direction from policy up until 
now, and leaves the strong impression that [Clinton] gave in completely to China's demands." 

But were Asians impressed that Washington at least forbade the import of inexpensive 
semiautomatic weapons made by the People's Liberation Army? Hardly. Of this "penalty" 
(amounting to perhaps $200 million in sales out of a $30 billion total in Red Chinese imports to 
the U.S.), The Nation in Bangkok commented: "It would have hurt more if Clinton had banned 
imports of artificial flowers." 

Less obvious than the flip-flopping was a larger picture. Secretary of State Warren 
Christopher -- late of the Trilateral Commission and Council on Foreign Relations -- who had 
been humiliated by Beijing just months earlier, praised the turnabout. It encouraged, claimed 
Christopher, "Chinese cooperation in building a new regional and international order based upon 
peace and security." 

"Reform Through Labor" 

Long reminiscent of Nazi slogans asserting that "Work Makes You Free" ("Arbeit Macht 

Frei") has been the Maoist gulag system called /aogai, or "reform through labor." Mao is dead; 
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laogai still lives. Hongda Harry Wu, who served 19 years in China's gulag, recently produced 
videotaped evidence, made during a clandestine visit, showing how Red China continues to 
export goods made by prisoners. These include hand tools, Christmas tree lights, and toys. 

Brutal treatment of political prisoners continues. Amnesty International cites a 
50-year-old peasant who was tortured during interrogation, then left hanging upside-down in a 
window-frame. Human Rights Watch takes note of a prisoner who was discovered trying to slip 
a note into a package of latex gloves, bound for export to the U.S.; he was placed in solitary 
confinement and repeatedly beaten with electric batons. An Illinois company still imports these 
gloves in an apparent violation of U.S. law. 

But the Tiananmen Square crackdown, President Jiang Zemin pronounced in May, was 
"a good thing." Some Westerners obviously agree. Big corporations lobbied the Administration 
to keep business as usual with Beijing. And the world's largest McDonald's has been opened at 
the very Tiananmen site where, as recorded in a famous photograph, a young Chinese protestor 
stared down a tank in 1989. 

Aid to Dictators 

Under the hollow Clinton "threat," not only did Beijing not moderate its behavior, it went 
the other way. China sent weapons technology to Iran and Pakistan, continued its own nuclear 
tests, and helped supply North Korea. 

Senator Larry Pressler (R-SD) in early May told a congressional hearing that Beijing is 
building a new generation of strategic missiles equipped with nuclear warheads. Red China's 
military has also gone into commercial business directly, doing some $5 billion annually, 
according to the CIA. When we trade with Beijing, in other words, we help the People's 
Liberation Army. 

Meanwhile, the Clinton Administration is so concerned about offending the Red Chinese 
that it recently refused to permit the president of the Republic of China on Taiwan, Lee 
Teng-hui, to spend a night on U.S. soil in Hawaii. The president of that longtime U.S. friend, 
who was traveling from Taipei to Costa Rica, was allowed only a 90-minute stop to refuel, which 
presumably didn't upset Beijing too badly. 

There are many possible upshots of the MFN volte-face. "When foes do not believe a 
President," says A.M. Rosenthal of the New York Times, "the risk is war by miscalculation, as in 
Korea and the Persian Gulf. The teaching of Mr. Clinton is: Don't coddle tyrants, just surrender." 
U.S. policy now is, in essence, to underwrite Red China's policy, to accredit its torturers, and to 
open ourselves to contempt in Asia and elsewhere. After all this self-imposed humiliation, only 
the U.S. State Department would brag about eating crow. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 
Q. What is Les Aspin doing these days? 
-- U.C., Renton, WA 


A. Forced out of his position as Secretary of Defense, Les Aspin has not altogether left the 
Clinton Administration or Washington, DC since his resignation. He has been hired by 
Marquette University for its international studies program, and in that role will spend time both 
in Milwaukee and at the school's new Washington Center for Government. In addition, Aspin 
has been named to chair the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board (PFIAB), which 
maintains some oversight capacities over spy agencies but in reality has become sort of a 
political burial ground. 
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Also on the PFIAB are former Senators Warren Rudman (R-NH) and Thomas Eagleton 
(D-MO), and would-be attorney general Zoe Baird. Its outgoing chair is retired Admiral William 
Crowe, who was rewarded for backing Mr. Clinton at the height of Clinton's preelection 
draft-dodging controversy by an appointment as ambassador to Great Britain. 


Q. Is there another European army besides NATO? 
-- D.R.C., Meridian, MS 


A. There are, indeed, several multinational armies in Europe, though some are in the formative 
stages. The North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) comprises an allied force that many are 
trying to involve more deeply in the war in Bosnia-Hercegovina. 

There is also a German/Dutch joint army corps, which is scheduled to become 
operational early in 1995 with 35,000 German troops and 15,000 Dutch troops. For the first three 
years, the army will be commanded by a Dutch general, and will be headquartered in Muenster, 
Germany. 

Then there is the army for the European Union, called the Eurocorps, which will have up 
to 45,000 troops by next year. In this military amalgam thus far are Germany, France, and 
Belgium. Putting these nations in one basket has led to inevitable problems, such as the Belgian 
soldiers being denied a day off to celebrate their version of Christmas. The Belgians have also 
caused a bit of a flap by demanding that certain tactical documents be translated into Dutch. Yep, 
Flemish-Walloon discord seems to have intruded into utopia. 


Q. How many new congressional members were elected right after Watergate? How many are 
still in office? 
-- P.A. Wyoming, MI 


A. Eighty-six new members of Congress assumed office in the House of Representatives in 
1975 after the resignation of Richard Nixon. Dubbed "Watergate babies," the congressmen were 
painted by the left as idealists who would purify the political landscape. They did overturn many 
of the existing House traditions, particularly in connection with seniority and committee 
assignments. There were only 16 representatives from the class of 1974 left in the House at the 
beginning of the present Congress; of these, two have since resigned and four more have 
announced they will retire after this term. 

Q. Thinking of all the difficulty President Clinton is in with the Paula Jones law suit alleging 
sexual harassment, and his expensive legal fees, why doesn't he just save money and hire 
Hillary? Seriously, isn't she supposed to be one of the greatest lawyers in the land? 

-- M.K. Fairmont, MI 


A. Much was made during the campaign about how Hillary was on a definitive list of the top 
100 lawyers in the nation. But when American Lawyer conducted a search of Hillary Rodham 
Clinton's legal career it discovered that, during her 15 years with Little Rock's Rose Law Firm, 
she tried a grand total of five cases. While we understand that all lawyers aren't court specialists, 
nevertheless this small number presents a mighty different picture of this supposed crackerjack 
litigating attorney. 

Columnist Richard Grenier, for one, hasn't shied away from exposing the fluff behind 
Hillary's largely bogus reputation. Grenier wrote in March that Hillary "naturally received 
handsome commissions for all the business she steered to the firm even when she did no legal 
work at all. Now law firms might call people like Hillary 'rainmakers,' but there's a word in the 
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vernacular which also seems to apply, at least partly. When 'X' does favors but can't be 
remunerated directly for reasons of propriety, and money is consequently paid to 'Y,' the mob has 
a word for 'Y.' Try it for size just for the fun of it: bag woman." 
Q. What has happened to the overseas property bought by CIA spy Aldrich Ames? 
-- T.B. Belleville, NJ 


A. We doubt that Ames will soon be enjoying any hospitality at his promised digs in Russia, 
especially after being given a life sentence for his spying for Moscow and for tax evasion. The 
tax charge results from undeclared profits from Kremlin spymasters' payoffs to the longtime CIA 
agent. In the course of the espionage, Ames' double-dealing apparently cost the lives of quite a 
few valued CIA sources inside Moscow's intelligence apparat. 

But perhaps you are thinking about property that Ames and his wife purchased in 
Colombia. As part of the federal government's deal with the 31-year career officer, Mrs. Aldrich 
is to receive leniency; she could be out of prison inside of four years. This arrangement also 
allows the Ameses to keep a ranch in Colombia and two apartments (one in Bogata, and a 
vacation one in Cartagena). 

U.S. government officials, trying to put the best light on this plea-bargain, have 
maintained that it would have been difficult for them to seize the property since Mrs. Ames' 
mother had some of it in her name. However, most observers believe the Colombian real estate 
was purchased with part of the $2.5 million that Ames got from Moscow to betray his nation's 
secrets. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 
¢ Conservative Index Trivia. A perusal of The New American's latest "Conservative Index" 
(pages 19-29) shows Representative Philip Crane (R-IL) to be the cumulative conservative leader 
in the House for the 103rd Congress with a 96 percent rating. Seven other Republicans are close, 
earning 95 percent cumulative ratings. The top 101 conservatives in the House are all 

Republicans. 

The top cumulative scoring Democrat is Representative Gene Taylor of Mississippi with 
a 75 percent rating. Taylor voted more conservatively than 78 Republicans during the 103rd 
Congress. 

Twelve Democrats in the House scored 50 percent or higher on the current index, 
although only five Democrats have cumulative scores of 50 percent or more. The lowest scoring 
House Republicans in the current index are Representatives Leach of Iowa, Morella of 
Maryland, Machtley of Rhode Island, and Klug of Wisconsin (25 percent). 

In the Senate, Jesse Helms (R-NC) is the top cumulative scorer at 97 percent. The top 39 
conservatives in the Senate are all Republicans. The top Democratic conservative in the Senate 
for this index is Robert Byrd of West Virginia with 50 percent, although Senator Richard Shelby 
(D-AL) has the highest cumulative score among the Democrats (45 percent). James Jeffords of 
Vermont is the lowest scoring Republican, both for this index (five percent) and cumulatively 
(17 percent). Eight Democrats earned more conservative cumulative scores than Jeffords. 

¢ Hypocrites in the House (and Senate, too). The actions of Congress between March 10th 
and 17th of this year demonstrate the fraudulent intent behind the proposed Balanced Budget 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. During that period, the House had the opportunity to vote 
not only for the Balanced Budget Amendment (BBA), but also for the Clinton Administration's 
wildly unbalanced budget and an amendment by Representative Gerald Solomon (R-NY) which 
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theoretically would have brought the budget back into balance by 1999. 

Although the 271 votes fetched by the BBA constituted far more than a majority of the 
House (and nearly the two-thirds majority needed to adopt the resolution), the vote on the 
Solomon amendment a week earlier -- which could have actually balanced the budget -- garnered 
only 73 "yeas." 

The Solomon amendment was the only budget proposal before the House that forecast an 
eventual balanced budget (see House vote #46 in the "Conservative Index"). Moreover, a 
majority (223 members) also voted for the Clinton/Democratic Leadership's budget blueprint 
which would impose annual $200 billion deficits (House vote #47). Many of these hypocrites 
continue to use their balanced budget amendment votes back in the district as evidence of fiscal 
conservatism and balanced budgets. Following is the list of the 71 representatives who last 
March voted for the balanced budget amendment, against the Solomon amendment, and for the 
Clinton unbalanced budget: Bacchus (FL), Baesler (KY), Bevill (AL), Bilbray (NV), Bishop 
(GA), Brewster (OK), Browder (AL), Brown (OH), Bryant (TX), Carr (MI), Chapman (TX), 
Clement (TN), Cooper (TN), Coppersmith (AZ), Costello (IL), Cramer (AL), Danner (MO), 
Darden (GA), de la Garza (TX), Derrick (SC), Deutsch (FL), Edwards (TX), Frost (TX), Geren 
(TX), Glickman (KS), Gordon (TN), Harman (CA), Hefner (NC), Hoagland (NE), Hoyer (MD), 
Hutto (FL), Johnson (SD), Johnston (FL), Kennedy (MA), Lambert (AR), Lantos (CA), LaRocco 
(ID), Laughlin (TX), Lipinski (IL), Long (IN), Martinez (CA), Mazzoli (KY), McCloskey (IN), 
McCurdy (OK), McHale (PA), McNulty (NY), Montgomery (MS), Moran (VA), Neal (NC), 
Ortiz (TX), Pallone (NJ), Parker (MS), Peterson (FL), Peterson (MN), Pickle (TX), Poshard (IL), 
Richardson (NM), Roemer (IN), Rowland (GA), Sangmeister (IL), Sarpalius (TX), Schenk (CA), 
Sharp (IN), Shepherd (UT), Sisisky (VA), Skelton (MO), Spratt (SC), Tanner (TN), Valentine 
(NC), Volkmer (MO), and Whitten (MS). In addition, Representatives Dooley (CA), Meehan 
(MA), and Lloyd (TN) had announced positions against the Solomon amendment, for the Clinton 
budget and in favor of the BBA but failed to show up for one or more of the votes. 

In the Senate, where there was no vote on an actual balanced budget, the following 22 
senators voted this year for a balanced budget amendment to the constitution while also voting 
for the unbalanced Clinton Administration budget (Senate vote #58): Bingaman (NM), Boren 
(OK), Breaux (LA), Bryan (NV), Campbell (CO), Daschle (SD), DeConcini (AZ), Dorgan (ND), 
Exon (NE), Feinstein (CA), Ford (KY), Graham (FL), Heftin (AL), Jeffords (VT), Kohl (WI), 
Moseley-Braun (IL), Nunn (GA), Robb (VA), Sasser (TN), Shelby (AL), Simon (IL), and 
Wofford (PA). 

¢ "Sanderista" Index. 170 of the 257 Democrats in the House of Representatives (more than 
three-fifths) have voting records more liberal than independent socialist Representative Bernie 
Sanders of Vermont for the current Congress. Because Sanders perceives himself to be too 
rigidly socialist to belong to either the Republican or the Democratic Party, his 17 percent 
cumulative score is an important yardstick for measuring the rest of Congress. 

Although no Republicans scored lower than Sanders for the current Congress, seven had 
records more liberal than Sanders during the 102nd Congress. The record demonstrates that 
Sanders may have been wrong to segregate himself from the two major parties. He isn't out of 
the congressional mainstream, but Congress is out of the American mainstream. 

¢ Can't Say "Grace" in Church. Senior citizens who attend the federally subsidized meals 
program at Bristol Baptist Church in Bristol, New Hampshire have been instructed not to say 
grace before their meals. Carol Dustin, executive director of the Grafton County Senior Citizens 
Council, issued the no prayer order after being informed by a new program director that some 
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seniors were saying grace before their meals. Pastor Peter Shapiro called the order "unfortunate 
because nobody attending the meal was opposed to prayer." 
-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 

This is the third index of the 103rd Congress. The first two indexes appeared in the July 
26, 1993 and the January 10, 1994 issues of THE NEW AMERICAN. A congressman's score is 
derived by dividing his correct votes (pluses) by the total number of votes that he cast (pluses 
and minuses) and multiplying by 100. A high score indicates that a congressman usually voted 
for constitutional principles of limited government; a low score indicates the reverse. 

If a congressman cast fewer than ten votes in this index, a score is not assigned. A "?" 
means that a Congressman did not vote, a "P" indicates that he voted "present," and a blank 
space indicates (except for the Speaker of the House) that he was not then in Congress. 
Republicans are in italics, Democrats are in regular type, and the lone independent is in regular 
type followed by an "(I)." The congressman's score for the votes in this index (votes 41 through 
60) is shown in the first column of numbers, and his cumulative score for the 103rd Congress to 
date (votes one through 60) is shown in the second column. 

The average House score for this index is 39 percent, and the average Senate score is 37 
percent. In the House, Representatives Philip Crane of Illinois. Mac Collins of Georgia, Melton 
Hancock of Missouri, and Howard Coble of North Carolina scored 100 percent. Twenty-five 
other representatives earned scores of 90 percent or better. Senator Hank Brown of Colorado was 
the only senator to earn a perfect 100 percent score, although nine other senators earned scores of 
90 percent or higher. 

We encourage you to evaluate each issue, to commend your legislators for their 
conservative votes, and to urge improvement where needed. 


The Conservative Index is compiled by Birch Research, P.O. Box 8040, Appleton, WI 
54913. 


(41) Federally Funded Congressional Campaigns, H.R. 3. This legislation would 
inflict a whole range of new federal regulations on congressional candidates. The regulations, 
most of which would favor both the left and incumbents, include: a "voluntary" $600,000 cap on 
spending for most congressional elections; federal aid for candidates' retaliatory financing 
against independent expenditures; and limitations on the contributions candidates can receive 
from Political Action Committees or individuals donating more than $200. Representative Gary 
Franks (R-CT) noted, "Most incumbents have higher name recognition than their challengers, 
and the incumbent has direct mail privileges during an election year. It may cost a challenger 
$100,000 or $200, 000 to be able to get the name recognition necessary to become a serious 
challenger." The law would allow retaliatory public financing against conservative challengers 
who refuse this "welfare for politicians" or who try to raise money as a means of getting the 
message out despite a left-biased press. The House passed the bill on November 22, 1993 bya 
vote of 255 to 175 (Congressional Record, pages H10699-70, roll call 605; we have assigned 
pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(42) Brady Bill, Conference Report on H.R. 1025. The final version of the so-called 
Brady bill would impose a national five-business-day waiting period for the purchase of a 
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handgun and authorize $200 million per year for states to computerize their records for an 
eventual instant background check. The House adopted the final version of this legislation (also 
known as a conference report) after midnight on the legislative day of November 23, 1993 by a 
vote of 238 to 187 (Congressional Record, pages H10907-08, roll call 614; we have assigned 
pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(43) Unemployment Benefits Extension, Conference Report on H.R. 3167. Passage of 
this conference report would renew an "emergency" extension of unemployment benefits for 
seven or 13 extra weeks of benefits (depending upon the local economy) for a total cost of $1.1 
billion. The House adopted the conference report on November 23, 1993 by a vote of 320 to 105 
(Congressional Record, page H10910, roll call 615; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(44) "Emergency" Disaster Relief, H.R. 3759. This $9.7 billion disaster assistance 
appropriations bill contains nearly three times the funding requested by the President. Among the 
reasons for the radical increase in the cost of the bill is the provision for more than $1 billion for 
United Nations military operations. Moreover, the "emergency" designation of the bill means 
that Congress will not have to worry about how to fund the bill and its cost will be added to the 
federal deficit. The House passed the bill on February 3, 1994 by a vote of 337 to 74 
(Congressional Record, page H280, roll call 13; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(45) Regulating Private Schools, Amendment to H.R. 6. During consideration of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Reauthorization bill, Representative Richard Armey 
(R-TX) offered an amendment to prohibit any federal interference into private, religious, or 
home schools while allowing such schools to take advantage of some of the programs under the 
bill. Although language similar to the Armey amendment is already in the current law, and an 
amendment by Representative George Miller (D-CA) which would have required certification of 
home and private school teachers had just been removed from the bill, Representative Cliff 
Stearns (R-FL) argued that the Armey amendment was necessary: "If we do not adopt the Armey 
amendment, the possibility exists that provisions similar to the Miller amendment may be found 
in this 900-page bill and be interpreted so as to interfere with the operations of our private 
schools." The House adopted the Armey amendment on February 24, 1994 by a vote of 374 to 53 
(Congressional Record, pages H845-46, roll call 32; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and 
minuses to the "nays"). 

(46) Fiscal 1995 Budget Cut (Solomon Substitute), Amendment to House 
Concurrent Resolution 218. During consideration of the fiscal 1995 budget, Representative 
Gerald Solomon (R-NY) offered a substitute amendment to balance the federal budget by 1999 
through $698 billion in spending cuts over five years. The Solomon substitute would have 
eliminated most agricultural subsidies, cut White House and congressional staff expenditures, 
restored $50 billion in defense cuts, cut mountains of government waste by merging or 
eliminating unnecessary programs, all while not raising taxes. Solomon argued that "we only 
[need to] cut spending by a mere 3% percent yet we [can still] manage to balance the Federal 
budget. Is a 3% percent cut over five years too much to ask of this Congress?" Apparently so, 
because the House rejected its only real balanced budget proposal on March 10, 1994 by a vote 
of 73 to 342 (Congressional Record, page H1241, roll call 52; we have assigned pluses to the 
"yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(47) Fiscal 1995 Budget, House Concurrent Resolution 218. The Clinton 
Administration's five-year budget blueprint calls for a $175.3 billion deficit in fiscal 1995, with 
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the annual deficit increasing to about $200 billion by 1999. This resolution also calls for outlays 
of more than $1.5 trillion during fiscal 1995. The House adopted the resolution on March 11, 
1994 by a vote of 223 to 175 (Congressional Record, pages H1300-01, roll call 56; we have 
assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(48) Abortion Clinic Access, S. 636. Both chambers of Congress approved different 
versions of the Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances (FACE) bill last fall. But instead of going 
first to a conference committee to reconcile the differences, the House leadership decided to 
reapprove its own version of the legislation, H.R. 796, under the Senate bill number, S. 636, and 
then request a conference with the Senate. This bill would make it a federal felony to obstruct 
access to an abortion clinic, punishable by up to one year in prison and a $100,000 fine for the 
first offense and up to three years in prison and a $250,000 fine for subsequent offenses. Similar 
nonviolent protests, such as a labor dispute, would not be covered under the bill, even if the 
protest occurred in front of an abortion clinic. Representative F. James Sensenbrenner (R-WI) 
called the bill "patently unconstitutional as a violation of equal protection under the law, and no 
one who feels that the oath that we took at the beginning of this term means anything can in good 
conscience vote for this bill," The House passed the bill on March 17, 1994 by a vote of 237 to 
169 (Congressional Record, page H1519, roll call 70; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(49) Federal Funding of English as a Second Language, Amendment to H.R. 6. 
During consideration of the Elementary and Secondary Education reauthorization bill. 
Representative Toby Roth (R-WI]) offered an amendment to delete the $215 million in funding 
for bilingual education for students whose primary language is not English. Representative Dana 
Rohrabacher (R-CA) supported the amendment because "it will save the federal government a 
quarter of a billion dollars every year that it is currently spending on a counterproductive 
program," and because "immersion in a foreign language is the quickest and most effective way 
to learn that language." The House rejected the Roth amendment on March 21, 1994 by a vote of 
58 to 334 (Congressional Record, pages H1724-25, roll call 73; we have assigned pluses to the 
"yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(50) Voluntary Prayer in Public Schools, Amendment to H.R. 6. Representative Sam 
Johnson (R-TX) offered an amendment to H.R. 6 to deny federal funds under the pending 
Elementary and Secondary Education reauthorization bill to schools that ban voluntary student 
prayer. In addition to the obvious benefits of increasing the availability of prayer in public 
schools, this amendment serves to weaken liberal support for the entire bill (a $12.7 billion 
monstrosity), since many liberals back away from voluntary school prayer like Dracula from the 
cross. The House approved the Johnson amendment on March 21, 1994 by a vote of 345 to 64 
(Congressional Record, pages H 175051, roll call 75; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and 
minuses to the "nays"). 

(51) Sex Education Funding, Amendment to H.R. 6. Representative John Doolittle 
(R-CA) offered an amendment to H.R. 6 to ban the distribution of federal money under this bill 
to states or localities which offer sex education courses that do not emphasize abstinence as the 
only safe method of preventing unwanted pregnancies and sexually transmitted diseases. 
Although the Clinton Administration's Department of Education would be unlikely to vigorously 
enforce such a provision, the amendment would in theory stop federal subsidy of immorality and 
in practice incite liberal opposition to the whole unconstitutional reauthorization bill. During 
consideration of the Doolittle amendment, Representative Jolene Unsoeld (D-WA) offered an 
amendment to gut the Doolittle amendment by specifying that funds would only be denied to 
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states and localities that "use such funds [in the bill] to teach" sex education courses not 
emphasizing abstinence. The House approved the Unsoeld amendment, thereby gutting the 
Doolittle amendment, on March 22, 1994 by a vote of 262 to 166 (Congressional Record, pages 
H1807-08, roll call 76; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(52) Goals 2000 Legislation, Conference Report on H.R. 1804. The conference report 
on the Goals 2000 legislation provides for $400 million annually in federal largesse to encourage 
local compliance with the "voluntary" standards set by the National Education Standards and 
Improvement Council (NESIC) (which this bill establishes). The bill would also set up a 
National Education Goals Panel to oversee progress toward the eight broadly defined goals set 
forth in the bill, and a National Skills Standards Board to determine progress on achievement of 
technical skills needed for job placement upon graduation. The House approved the conference 
report on March 23, 1994 by a vote of 306 to 121 (Congressional Record, pages H1936-37, roll 
call 86; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(53) Federal Promotion of Homosexuality, Amendment to H.R. 6. Representative 
Melton Hancock (R-MO) offered an amendment to H.R. 6 to deny the distribution of federal 
funds under this bill to local educational agencies which encourage homosexuality "as a positive 
lifestyle alternative." During consideration of the Hancock amendment, Representative Jolene 
Unsoeld (D-WA) offered a substitute amendment to gut the pending Hancock amendment. The 
Unsoeld amendment merely mandated that funds under the bill not be used to distribute 
"obscene" materials to minors. The House voted to gut the Hancock amendment by adopting the 
Unsoeld amendment on March 24, 1994 by a vote of 224 to 194 (Congressional Record, pages 
H2031-32, roll call 91; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(54) Elementary and Secondary Education Reauthorization, H.R. 6. This legislation 
would authorize $12.7 billion during fiscal 1995 for a variety of federal educational "assistance" 
programs. Much of this "assistance" would come at the expense of federal mandates often 
disguised as "incentives." Representative Peter Hoekstra (R-MI) commented, "What we face ... is 
a dramatic move toward greater federal control and mandates if H.R. 6 is passed as is." The 
House passed the bill on March 24, 1994 by a vote of 289 to 128 (Congressional Record, page 
H2152, roll call 95; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(55) Omnibus Crime Bill, H.R. 4092. This $27.5 billion bill is a gargantuan federal 
power grab. It would federalize dozens of crimes which have fallen under state and local 
jurisdiction for more than 200 years -- including certain forms of child abuse, gang activities, 
domestic abuse, and rape. The bill would also authorize $3.5 billion in federally regulated 
"grants" to states and localities to hire 50,000 additional local police officers under the 
"Community Policing" section. And it would authorize $350 million in grants to college students 
under a new national "Police Corps" program, which would allow college students to get 
educational grants in exchange for agreeing to federal training and at least four years of service 
as local police officers. The Police Corps would represent the first major step toward a national 
police force since the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration was abolished in 1981. The 
House passed the bill on April 21, 1994 by a vote of 285 to 141 (Congressional Record, page 
H2608, roll call 144; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(56) Trading with Vietnam, Motion on H.R. 2333. During consideration of the 
conference report on the State Department reauthorization bill, Representative Olympia Snowe 
(R-ME) offered a motion to recommit the bill to the conference committee with instructions to 
House conferees to disagree with the upper chamber's "sense of the Senate" language in favor of 
lifting the trade embargo against Vietnam in the hope that the communist government will be 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


more forthcoming with POW/MIA information. Representative Sam Johnson (R-TX) argued that 
"to commend Vietnam for being an enemy, for being a communist nation, is plain wrong." The 
House rejected the Snowe motion on April 28, 1994 by a vote of 195 to 209 (Congressional 
Record, page H2888, roll call 147; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the 
"nays"). 

(57) National Science Foundation Reauthorization, H.R. 3254. Perhaps no other 
federal program better exemplifies the federal/business "partnership" that many government 
leaders would like to foster than the National Science Foundation. This bill would authorize 
$3.15 billion in fiscal 1995 and $3.23 billion in fiscal 1996 in order to develop, in conjunction 
with academic institutions, new technologies for industry. The programs funded under this bill 
include research to construct the socalled information superhighway. The policies of the National 
Science Foundation and similar non-military research programs are unconstitutional and 
undermine the free enterprise system through government controls and government favoritism 
toward selected industries. The House passed the bill on May 4, 1994 by a vote of 396 to 22 
(Congressional Record, pages H3035-36, roll call 153; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" 
and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(58) "Assault" Weapons Ban, H.R. 4296. The Public Safety and Recreational Firearms 
Use Protection Act would ban the manufacture and sale of 19 types of popular military-style 
weapons, copycat versions, and updates of these weapons. It would also ban the manufacture and 
sale of ammunition clips with a capacity of more than ten rounds, a common feature of many 
small calibre-rifles and handguns used by target shooters. Military-style rifles in the hands of 
individual citizens are exactly what the Founding Fathers intended to protect when they adopted 
the Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. The House approved this direct assault on the 
Constitution on May 5, 1994 by a vote of 216 to 214 (Congressional Record, page H3116, roll 
call 156; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(59) Abortion Clinic Access, Conference Report on S. 636. The conference report on 
the Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances (FACE) bill would impose up to a six-month prison 
sentence and a $10,000 fine for nonviolent protesters obstructing access to an abortion clinic and 
up to 18 months and a $25,000 fine for subsequent offenses. The bill could codify a politically 
incorrect thought crime because it singles out pro-lifers for prosecution. "For instance," 
Representative Barbara Vucanovich (R-NV) told the House, "if a group decided to stage a 
peaceful protest against a hospital because of improper disposal of medical waste and on the 
same day a pro-life group decided to stage a peaceful protest against the hospital because they 
perform abortions, only the pro-life group would be prosecuted under the Freedom of Access to 
Clinic Entrances Act." The House adopted the conference report on May 5, 1994 by a vote of 
241 to 174 (Congressional Record, pages H3134-35, roll call 159; we have assigned pluses to 
the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(60) Fiscal 1995 Budget, Conference Report on House Concurrent Resolution 218. 
The conference report on the budget resolution would adopt a five-year budget blueprint for the 
fiscal years 1995-99. It would include a planned 1995 deficit of $175.4 billion, with annual 
deficits generally increasing to the $200 billion mark by 1999. The fiscal 1995 budget would 
include more than $1.5 trillion in outlays. The House approved the conference report on May 5, 
1994 by vote of 220 to 183 (Congressional Record, page H3149, roll call 161; we have assigned 
pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 
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ALABAMA 

1 Sonny Callahan 
2 Terry Everett 

3 Glen Browder 

4 Tom Bevill 
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45 
19 Richard Lehman 
20 Calvin Dooley 
20 20 
21 William Thomas 
22 Michael Huffington 
23 Elton Gallegly 
24 Anthony Beilenson 
25 Howard McKeon 
26 Howard Berman 
27 Carlos Moorhead 
28 David Dreier 
29 Henry Waxman 
30 Xavier Becerra 
31 Matthew Martinez 
32 Julian Dixon 


33 Lucille Roybal-Allard 


34 Esteban Torres 
35 Maxine Waters 
36 Jane Harman 
37 Walter R. Tucker 
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38 Steve Horn 
39 Ed Royce 
40 Jerry Lewis 
41 Jay C. Kim 
42 George Brown Jr. 
43 Ken Calvert 
44 Al McCandless 
45 Dana Rohrabacher 
46 Robert Dornan 
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1 Pat Schroeder 
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1 Barbara Kennelly 
2 Sam Gejdenson 
3 Rosa DeLauro 
8 
4 Chris Shays 
5 Gary Franks 
6 Nancy Johnson 
41 
DELAWARE 
Michael N. Castle 
40 54 
FLORIDA 
1 Earl Hutto 
48 
2 Pete Peterson 
3 Corrine Brown 
4 Tillie Fowler 
5 Karen L. Thurman 
19 
6 Cliff Stearns 
7 John L. Mica 
8 Bill McCollum 
9 Michael Bilirakis 
10 C.W. Young 
11 Sam Gibbons 
12 Charles T. Canady 
13 Dan Miller 
14 Porter Goss 
15 Jim Bacchus 
5 
16 Tom Lewis 
17 Carrie Meek 
18 |. Ros-Lehtinen 
19 Harry Johnston 
20 Peter Deutsch 
3 
21 Lincoln Diaz-Balart 
22 E. Clay Shaw Jr. 
23 Alcee L. Hastings 
GEORGIA 
1 Jack Kingston 
2 Sanford Bishop 
10 
3 Mac Collins 
4 John Linder 
5 John Lewis 
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6 Newt Gingrich 
7 George Darden 
21 16 
8 J. Roy Rowland 
33 
9 Nathan Deal 
10 Don Johnson 
11 Cynthia McKinney 
HAWAII 
1 Neil Abercrombie 
2 Patsy Mink 
IDAHO 
1 Larry LaRocco 
15 
2 Michael D. Crapo 
ILLINOIS 
1 Bobby L. Rush 
2 Mel Reynolds 
3 William Lipinski 
37 34 
4 Luis V. Gutierrez 
5 D. Rostenkowski 
6 Henry Hyde 
7 Cardiss Collins 
8 Philip Crane 
9 Sidney Yates 
10 John Porter 
11 George Sangmeister 
17 
12 Jerry Costello 
33 
13 Harris Fawell 
14 J. Dennis Hastert 
15 Thomas Ewing 
16 Donald Manzullo 
17 Lane Evans 
18 Robert Michel 
19 Glenn Poshard 
42 
20 Richard Durbin 
7 
INDIANA 
1 Peter Visclosky 
2 Philip Sharp 
11 12 
3 Tim Roemer 
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4 Jill Long 
5 Steve Buyer 
6 Dan Burton 
7 John Myers 
8 Frank McCloskey 
10 
9 Lee Hamilton 
10 A. Jacobs Jr. 
20 30 
IOWA 
1 Jim Leach 
32 
2 Jim Nussle 
3 Jim Lightfoot 
4 Neal Smith 
10 
5 Fred Grandy 
KANSAS 
1 Pat Roberts 
2 Jim Slattery 
20 
3 Jan Meyers 
40 50 
4 Dan Glickman 
12 
KENTUCKY 
1 Tom Barlow 
2 Vacancy 
3 Romano Mazzoli 
20 
4 Jim Bunning 
5 Harold Rogers 
6 Scotty Baesler 
17 
LOUISIANA 
1 Bob Livingston 
2 William Jefferson 
3 
3 W.J. Tauzin 
4 Cleo Fields 
5 Jim McCrery 
6 Richard Baker 
7 James Hayes 
MAINE 
1 Thomas Andrews 
7 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- 


onuet ee ee 222- 12 
+++- +- ++277 t+t++- +- +++ 78 83 
tte PEPE Et tt ttt tt ttt 95 88 
tte tte Ft ttttttt t- ++? 84 82 
----+ et Ce +-- 
----+ i +- - 15 
ss: Se + 
----¢ =t-=-F sas ==5 +---+ 
+++- +-++- 7? +. tt++- +++ 74 
+++- +- 2?+-+ +tt+t++- +++ 79 
-+--+ i +-- 
$+- - +-+22? 2-22? 2244+ 64 69 
tte batte to ttt ttttt 85 82 
----+ Sy a a Juans 
+---+ -t+--+ +- +--+---+ 
----¢ eo--t +----+---- 
-+--+ ---?+ --+-- 2?- ++- 33 
e---+ ----+ -?--- ---++4- 
tte tte Pett ttttt te ttt 85 92 
+t- - t- tt+++- ++- +-277? 65 68 
ee--t eo--t == t------- 
+4++- +-+7-4+ tt+t+t++- +++ 79 
en a oe, ee na 
tte = tte te tt- +44+4+74+4- 68 63 
soeet a 10 
tte te tte ttt- ttt 7ttt 79 80 
+2?-+ Ftttt tttttt- ttt 89 
+272?-+ -?t- + t-++- +- ++- 59 
ae oe es Pos oe + 3 weeee 


www.thenewamerican.com 


20 


83 
76 


24 


2 Olympia Snowe 
47 
MARYLAND 
1 Wayne Gilchrest 
44 
2 Helen Bentley 
3 Benjamin Cardin 
4 Albert R. Wynn 
5 Steny Hoyer 
6 Roscoe G. Bartlett 
7 Kweisi Mfume 
7 
8 C. Morella 
25 
MASSACHUSETTS 
1 John Olver 
2 Richard Neal 
9 
3 Peter |. Blute 
4 Barney Frank 
5 Martin T. Meehan 
6 Peter G. Torkildsen 
7 Edward Markey 
8 Jos. Kennedy II 
4 
9 Joseph Moakley 
10 Gerry Studds 
MICHIGAN 
1 Bart Stupak 
23 
2 Peter Hoekstra 
3 Vern J. Ehlers 
4 Dave Camp 
5 James A. Barcia 
6 Frederick Upton 
7 Nick Smith 
8 Bob Carr 
9 Dale Kildee 
10 David Bonior 
11 Joe Knollenberg 
12 Sander Levin 
5 
13 William Ford 
14 John Conyers Jr. 


15 Barbara-Rose Collins 


16 John Dingell 
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MINNESOTA 
1 Timothy Penny 
42 
2 David Minge 
3 Jim Ramstad 
4 Brace Vento 
5 Martin Sabo 
6 Rod Grams 
7 Collin Peterson 
8 James Oberstar 
20 
MISSISSIPPI 
1 Jamie Whitten 
18 
2 Bennie Thompson 
v1 
3 G. Montgomery 
32 
4 Mike Parker 
5 Gene Taylor 
MISSOURI 
1 William Clay 
4 
2 James M. Talent 
3 Richard Gephardt 
4 Ike Skelton 
5 Alan Wheat 
6 Pat Danner 
7 Melton Hancock 
8 Bill Emerson 
9 Harold Volkmer 
31 
MONTANA 
1 Pat Williams 
NEBRASKA 
1 Doug Bereuter 
50 58 
2 Peter Hoagland 
12 
3 Bill Barrett 
NEVADA 
1 James Bilbray 


2 Barbara Vucanovich 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
1 Bill Zeliff 
2 Dick Swett 
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NEW JERSEY 
1 Robert Andrews 
28 28 
2 William Hughes 
17 
3 H. James Saxton 
4 Christopher Smith 
5 Marge Roukema 
42 
6 Frank Pallone Jr. 
7 Bob Franks 
8 Herbert C. Klein 
9 Robt. Torricelli 
7 
10 Donald Payne 
11 Dean Gallo 
13 Dick Zimmer 
14 Robert Menendez 
NEW MEXICO 
1 Steven Schiff 
2 Joe Skeen 
3 Bill Richardson 
8 
NEW YORK 
1 G. Hochbrueckner 
2 Rick A. Lazio 
40 
3 Peter King 
4 David A. Levy 
5 Gary Ackerman 
6 Floyd Flake 
7 Thomas Manton 
14 
8 Jerrold Nadler 
9 Charles Schumer 
10 Ed Towns 
11 Major Owens 
5 


12 Nydia M. Velazquez 


13 Susan Molinari 
35 51 


14 Carolyn B. Maloney 


15 Charles Rangel 
5 
16 Jose Serrano 
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7 
17 Eliot Engel 
18 Nita Lowey 
19 Hamilton Fish Jr. 
20 Benjamin Gilman 
21 Michael McNulty 
25 
22 Gerald Solomon 
23 S. Boehlert 
27 
24 John M. McHugh 
25 James Walsh 
26 Maurice D. Hinchey 
27 Bill Paxon 
28 Louise Slaughter 
10 
29 John LaFalce 
20 
30 Jack Quinn 
31 Amo Houghton 
47 
NORTH CAROLINA 
1 Eva Clayton 
2 Tim Valentine 
3 H.M. Lancaster 
23 
4 David Price 
5 
5 Stephen Neal 
11 19 
6 Howard Coble 
7 Charles Rose 
5 
8 W.G. Hefner 
9 J. Alex McMillan 
10 Cass Ballenger 
11 Charles Taylor 
12 Melvin Watt 
NORTH DAKOTA 
Earl Pomeroy 
OHIO 
1 David Mann 
17 
2 Ron Portman 
3 Tony Hall 
4 Michael Oxley 
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5 Paul Gillmor 
6 Ted Strickland 
7 David Hobson 
8 John Boehner 
9 Marcy Kaptur 
10 Martin R. Hoke 
11 Louis Stokes 
12 John Kasich 
13 Sherrod Brown 
14 Thomas Sawyer 
15 Deborah Price 
16 Ralph Regula 
17 J. Traficant Jr. 
35 
18 Doug Applegate 
32 


19 Eric D. Fingerhut 
25 20 
OKLAHOMA 
1 James Inhofe 
2 Mike Synar 
3 Bill Brewster 
4 Dave McCurdy 
12 
5 Ernest Jim Istook 
6 Vacancy 
OREGON 
1 Elizabeth Furse 
2 Robert Smith 
3 Ron Wyden 
4 Peter DeFazio 
24 
5 Mike Kopetski 
PENNSYLVANIA 
1 Thomas Foglietta 
5 
2 Lucien Blackwell 
3 Robert Borski 
4 Ron Klink 
5 Wm. Clinger Jr. 
6 Tim Holden 
7 Curt Weldon 
8 Jim Greenwood 
9 Bud Shuster 
10 Joseph McDade 
11 Paul Kanjorski 
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12 


12 John Murtha 


13 Marjorie Mezvinsky 


14 William Coyne 
15 Paul McHale 
16 Robert Walker 
17 George Gekas 
18 Rick Santorum 
19 William Goodling 
20 Austin Murphy 
21 Thomas Ridge 
RHODE ISLAND 
1 Ronald Machtley 
25 32 
2 John Reed 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
1 A. Ravenel Jr. 
2 Floyd Spence 
3 Butler Derrick 
13 
4 Bob Inglis 
5 John Spratt Jr. 
6 James E. Clyburn 
7 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Tim Johnson 
TENNESSEE 
1 James Quillen 
2 John Duncan Jr. 
3 Marilyn Lloyd 
4 Jim Cooper 
5 Bob Clement 
17 
6 Bart Gordon 
7 Don Sundquist 
8 John Tanner 
9 Harold Ford 
TEXAS 
1 Jim Chapman 
2 Charles Wilson 
20 
3 Sam Johnson 
4 Ralph Hall 
5 John Bryant 
6 Joe Barton 
7 Bill Archer 
8 Jack Fields 
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9 Jack Brooks 
10 J.J. Pickle 
11 Chet Edwards 
12 Pete Geren 
13 Bill Sarpalius 
14 Greg Laughlin 

27 
15 E. de la Garza 
16 Ronald Coleman 
17 Charles Stenholm 
18 Craig Washington 
19 Larry Combest 
20 Henry Gonzalez 
21 Lamar Smith 
22 Tom DeLay 
23 Henry Bonilla 
24 Martin Frost 
25 Michael Andrews 
26 Richard Armey 
27 Solomon Ortiz 
40 27 

28 Frank Tejeda 
29 Gene Green 
30 Eddie B. Johnson 
UTAH 

1 James Hansen 

2 Karen Sheperd 

3 Bill Orton 
VERMONT 


Bernard Sanders (I) 


17 
VIRGINIA 
1 Herbert Bateman 
61 
2 Owen Pickett 
3 Robert Scott 
4 Norman Sisisky 
30 
5 Lewis Payne Jr. 
6 Robert Goodlatte 
7 Thom. Bliley Jr. 
8 James Moran Jr. 
9 Rick Boucher 
10 Frank Wolf 
11 Leslie L. Byrne 
WASHINGTON 
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1 Maria Cantwell 

2 Al Swift 

3 Jolene Unsoeld 

4 Jay Inslee 
17 

5 Thomas Foley 

6 Norman Dicks 

7 Jim McDermott 

8 Jennifer Dunn 

9 Mike Kreidler 
WEST VIRGINIA 

1 Alan Mollohan 
35 30 

2 Robert Wise Jr. 
12 

3 Nick Rahall II 
WISCONSIN 

1 Peter Barca 
26 

2 Scott Klug 
43 

3 Steve Gunderson 

4 Gerald Kleczka 

5 Thomas M. Barrett 

6 Thomas Petri 

7 David Obey 

8 Toby Roth 

9 F. Sensenbrenner 
WYOMING 

Craig Thomas 
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SENATE: Basic Issues 


(41) Unemployment Benefits Extension, Conference Report on H.R. 3167. This 
legislation is described under House vote #43. The Senate adopted the conference report on the 
bill to extend unemployment benefits on November 20, 1993 by a vote of 79 to 20 
(Congressional Record, page S16653, roll call 392; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 


minuses to the "yeas"). 


(42) International Criminal Court, Motion on S. 1281. Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) 
offered an amendment to the State Department reauthorization bill to eliminate wording 
expressing support for creation of an international criminal court. Helms expressed concern over 
"people representing terrorist countries or representatives of terrorist organizations ... sitting in 
judgment against this country of ours and the American people" on vaguely defined crimes such 
as "colonialism" or "environmental crimes." During consideration of the Helms amendment, 
Senator John Kerry (D-MA) moved to table (kill) the Helms amendment. The Senate tabled the 
Helms amendment on January 26, 1994 by a vote of 55 to 45 (Congressional Record, page 
$123, roll call 3; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 
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(43) Trade with Vietnam, Amendment to S. 1281. During consideration of the State 
Department reauthorization bill, Senator Robert Smith (R-NH) offered an amendment to 
reimpose the trade embargo against Vietnam until the President certifies to Congress that all 
POW/MIA cases are resolved. The Senate rejected the Smith amendment on January 27, 1994 by 
a vote of 42 to 58 (Congressional Record, page S226, roll call 6; we have assigned pluses to the 
"yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(44) Most Favored Nation Trade Status for Red China, Amendment to S. 1281. 
During consideration of the State Department reauthorization bill, Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) 
offered a nonbinding amendment to express the "sense of the Senate" that the President should 
not renew most favored nation trade status for Red China unless he certifies that the Chinese 
government has met certain criteria improving its record on human rights, nuclear 
non-proliferation, and slave labor trade practices. But while the Helms amendment was being 
considered, Senator John Kerry (D-MA) offered an amendment to gut the Helms amendment and 
bring it into conformity with the Clinton Administration's policy of appeasing China's 
communist dictators. Senator Helms observed on the Senate floor that if the Kerry amendment 
were allowed to quash his own amendment, "The dictators in Beijing will be high-fiving it all 
over the place when they learn that this [Kerry's] amendment has put the United States Senate on 
record as endorsing the Clinton Administration's patty-cake game with China's communist 
emperors." The Senate adopted the Kerry amendment to the Helms amendment on February 1, 
1994 by a vote of 61 to 39 (Congressional Record, page S507, roll call 16; we have assigned 
pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). The emasculated Helms amendment was 
subsequently adopted by voice vote. 

(45) Giving Foreign Aid to Our Enemies, Amendment to S. 1281. During 
consideration of the State Department Reauthorization bill, Senators Trent Lott (R-MS) and 
Jesse Helms (R-NC) offered an amendment to cut off military assistance (but not economic 
foreign aid) to nations which vote against the United States more than 80 percent of the time in 
the United Nations. Senator Lott argued, "The American people would perhaps like to see all of 
these programs cut off. But only military and government security aid would be cut off [under 
this amendment]," a step that obviously would be better than making no cuts at all. Nevertheless, 
the Senate voted to table (kill) even this modest attempt to cut foreign aid (which would have 
saved an estimated $190 million annually) on February 2, 1994 by a vote of 66 to 34 
(Congressional Record, page S559, roll call 17; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(46) Federal Control of Local School Curriculum, Amendment to S. 1150. During 
consideration of the Goals 2000 education reform bill, Senator Judd Gregg (R-NH) offered an 
amendment to eliminate the provision of the bill which refers to "opportunity-to-learn 
standards." Senator Gregg charged that the provision "fundamentally undermines ... local control 
over education .... [The standards] affect almost all functions of education. They affect the 
curriculum, they affect class size, they affect the manner of education." The Senate rejected the 
Gregg amendment on February 2, 1994 by a vote of 42 to 52 (Congressional Record, page S648, 
roll call 20; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(47) Voluntary Prayer in Public Schools, Amendment to S. 1150. Senator Jesse Helms 
(R-NC) offered an amendment to the Goals 2000 bill to withhold the distribution of federal funds 
under the bill to local or state schools which ban voluntary student prayer. Senator Helms asked, 
"When our government forbids reading from the Bible, but pays for the distribution of condoms 
in the schools, what kind of message does the combination of those two governmental actions 
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send?" The Senate adopted the Helms amendment on February 3, 1994 by a vote of 75 to 22 
(Congressional Record, page S756, roll call 22; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and 
minuses to the "nays"). 

(48) Condom Distribution Without Parental Approval, Amendment to S. 1150. 
Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) offered an amendment to S. 1150 which would have banned the 
federal subsidy of the distribution of condoms, contraceptives, or drugs to unmarried children 
under 18 years of age without the written consent of the child's parents or legal guardians. The 
Senate rejected the Helms amendment on February 8, 1994 by a vote of 34 to 59 (Congressional 
Record, pages S1100-01, roll call 28; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the 
"nays"). 

(49) School to Work Transitional Programs, H.R. 2884. This bill would create an 
eight year, $300 million per-year, federal boondoggle training program that the nation cannot 
afford. The program would be designed to smooth the transition of students from high school to 
the work-force. The Senate passed the bill on February 8, 1994 by a vote of 62 to 31 
(Congressional Record, pages S1107-08, roll call 32; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(50) Goals 2000 Legislation, H.R. 1804. This bill would write into law eight broadly 
defined national education goals and establish a federal agency -in effect a national school board 
-charged with fulfilling these standards. Senator Robert Smith (R-NH) opposed the bill on the 
ground that "Goals 2000 would set up new bureaucracies in the form of the national educational 
goals pane] and the National Education Standard and Improvement Council, which would be 
charged with developing national content and performance standards. States would have to 
conform to these standards in order to qualify for a share of the $400 million in grants authorized 
by Goals 2000." The Senate passed the bill on February 8, 1994 by a vote of 71 to 25 
(Congressional Record, page S1160, roll call 34; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(51) Funding the New World Army, Amendment to H.R. 3759. During consideration 
of the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations bill, Senator Russell Feingold (D-WI]) objected 
to the late inclusion into the disaster aid bill of a $1.2 billion appropriation for United Nations 
"peacekeeping" efforts across the globe. "This is to be a $1.2 billion item for peacekeeping," 
Feingold stated, "in part for the Bosnia action but also for Somalia, Haiti, Iraq, and a number of 
other operations that have been going on for a few years." The Senate rejected the Feingold 
amendment on February 10, 1994 by a vote of 19 to 76 (Congressional Record, page S 1363, 
roll call 40; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(52) Disaster Assistance and New World Army Funding, H.R. 3759. This 
"emergency" legislation would heap $7.55 billion directly onto the deficit for assistance 
programs to aid earthquake and flood victims in the U.S. as well as to fund United Nations 
"peacekeeping" operations. The emergency designation in this legislation means that it is exempt 
from the budgetary limitations that Congress imposed upon itself last year. The Senate passed 
the bill on February 10, 1994 by a vote of 85 to 10 (Congressional Record, page $1410, roll call 
45; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(53) Talbott Nomination. Strobe Talbott, President Clinton's choice for Deputy 
Secretary of State, is an Insider's Insider. A Rhodes Scholar and a board member of the Council 
on Foreign Relations, Talbott is well-versed in globalist philosophy. In a 1992 essay for Time 
magazine, entitled "The Birth of the Global Nation," he approvingly wrote that "nationhood as 
we know it will be obsolete; all states will recognize a single, global authority. A phrase briefly 
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fashionable in the mid-20th-century -- 'citizen of the world' -- will have assumed real meaning .... 
"The Senate nonetheless confirmed his nomination to the second ranking position at the State 
Department on February 22, 1994 by a vote of 66 to 31 (Congressional Record, page $1590, roll 
call 46; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(54) Economic Impact Studies, Motion on S. 4. During consideration of the National 
Competitiveness bill, Senator Alan Simpson (R-WY) offered an amendment to require an 
economic impact study before new federal regulations could be enacted. Regulation, according 
to Simpson, "is a hidden tax which equals or exceeds the average Federal tax burden on an 
American family, estimated at $4,000 per year by the Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer 
Expenditure Survey 1988-89. Our objective is to provide regulatory relief to American 
consumers without endangering their health or their safety." The Senate tabled (killed) the 
Simpson amendment on March 10, 1994 by a vote of 56 to 42 (Congressional Record, pages 
$2720-21, roll call 52; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(55) National Competitiveness Programs, H.R. 820. This bill would have authorized 
$1.9 billion over fiscal years 1995-96 for high technology programs to promote U.S. industrial 
"competitiveness." Senator Malcolm Wallop (R-WY) opposed this bill to "woo big corporate 
America" because "the government's place is not to pick winners and losers among America's 
private sector...." The Senate passed the bill on March 16, 1994 by a vote of 59 to 40 
(Congressional Record, page $3006, roll call 60; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(56) Switching Defense for Federal Police Funds, Amendment to Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 63. During consideration of the fiscal 1995 budget resolution, Senator Tom Harkin 
(D-IA) offered an amendment to transfer $513 million from the account of the Ballistic Missile 
Defense program (formerly the Strategic Defense Initiative) to federal assistance programs for 
local law enforcement agencies (and another $90 million toward deficit reduction). Whereas 
designing a defense against ballistic missiles is a proper and much-needed function of the federal 
government, transforming local law enforcement agencies into mere minions of the federal 
government through the bait of federal aid is not. Approval of the resolution would have brought 
the United States a step closer to federal control of local police forces, a necessary prerequisite 
for a police state. The Senate rejected the Harkin amendment on March 22, 1994 by a vote of 40 
to 59 (Congressional Record, page S3436, roll call 64; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" 
and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(57) $367 Billion Budget Cut, Amendment to House Concurrent Resolution 218. 
During consideration of the fiscal 1995 five-year budget resolution, Senator Pete Domenici 
(R-NM) offered to substitute the Republican Party budget plan for the pending Clinton 
Administration/Democratic leadership budget. The Republican alternative would cut $355 billion 
in overall spending over five years, mainly through cuts in non-defense discretionary spending 
and through applying Medicare and Medicaid savings toward the deficit instead of toward health 
care "reform." It also contains a $500 per child income tax credit, would save $33 billion by 
reforming the welfare system, restore $13.5 billion in defense cuts, and cut the projected deficit 
in 1999 from $205 billion to $99 billion. The Senate rejected the substitute on March 23, 1994 
by a vote of 42 to 58 (Congressional Record, page $3493, roll call 66; we have assigned pluses 
to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(58) Fiscal 1995 Budget Resolution, House Concurrent Resolution 218. The fiscal 
1995 budget resolution would include a planned deficit of $174 billion in fiscal 1995, with the 
annual deficits increasing to the $200 billion mark by fiscal 1999. The Senate adopted the 
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resolution -- which includes $1.512 trillion in outlays during fiscal 1995 -- on March 25, 1994 by 
a vote of 57 to 40 (Congressional Record, page S3850, roll call 82; we have assigned pluses to 
the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(59) Goals 2000 Legislation, Conference Report on H.R. 1804. This legislation is 
described under House vote #52. The Senate adopted the conference report on the Goals 2000 
legislation after midnight on the legislative day of March 25, 1994 by a vote of 63 to 22 
(Congressional Record, pages S4035-36, roll call 86; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 

(60) Desert "Protection," S. 21. This bill would rope off 7.7 million acres of California 
desert land from virtually all human use. This legislation was strongly sought by the Sierra Club, 
Interior Secretary Bruce Babbitt, and Senate sponsor Dianne Feinstein (D-CA). S. 21 would all 
but eliminate recreational and commercial use of this land by designating the Mohave Desert, 
Joshua Tree, and Death Valley as new national parks and monuments. The Senate passed this bill 
establishing this huge new environmentalist playground on April 13, 1994 by a vote of 69 to 29 
(Congressional Record, page 84195, roll call 89; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the "yeas"). 
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LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC 
Less Justice 

Lost Rights: The Destruction of American Liberty, by James Bovard, New York: St. 
Martin's Press, 1994, 408 pages, hardcover, $24.95. Available from American Opinion Book 
Services, P.O. Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54913. Add $3.00 for postage and handling. 

This is a propitious time for James Bovard, a policy analyst and author. There are all too 
many examples available to buttress the strong cases he enumerates of the assaults on our 
freedoms. The Second Amendment, for an obvious example, is under vicious attack these days. 
Recent congressional action against "assault weapons" is but the latest in a string of violations 
against the Constitution. 

On this theme, Lost Rights quotes a deputy chief of the Trenton, New Jersey police 
department who told the Senate Judiciary Committee that the "underwhelming .026 of 1 percent 
of crimes" in which assault weapons were used in the Garden State means "my officers are more 
likely to confront an escaped tiger from the local zoo than to confront an assault rifle in the hands 


More Laws, 
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of a drug-crazed killer on the street." 
Grabbing Guns and Rights 

Such evidence, however, has not stopped politicians from grabbing for our guns. Each 
time they make a new move against our ability to defend ourselves, they assure us that this latest 
abrogation of freedom will be slight and will not (so they say at first) lead to confiscation. 
Experience proves otherwise. 

Bovard points out that in 1967 New York City Mayor John Lindsay led an effort to 
legislate the registration of rifles and shotguns in that city; the New York Times assured one and 
all that the purpose of registration "would be not to prohibit but to control dangerous weapons." 
But the predictable happened. A couple of years ago Mayor David Dinkins, as part of an outright 
ban against semiautomatic weapons, used those registration lists to crack down on those owning 
rifles. As in other totalitarian regimes, police went knocking door-to-door. 

Showing a grasp of the larger issues, Bovard explains that what is at risk is nothing less 
than repealing the right for Americans to defend themselves: 

Gun bans don't ban guns; rather, they only ban citizens from legally defending 

themselves with guns .... The more difficult government makes it for law-abiding 

citizens to get guns, the more power criminals who do have guns will have .... The 
question is not whether America would be a better country if fewer people owned 

guns but whether government seizures of some private guns will make people 

more safe. Given the fact that the government can neither successfully ban guns 

nor defend American citizens, does the government have the moral right to 

attempt to selectively seize guns from law-abiding citizens? 

Gun bans are an attempt to confiscate the right to self-defense. Politicians 
perennially react to the police's total failure to control crime by trying to disarm 
law-abiding citizens. In a nutshell, gun bans mean that because criminals abuse 
guns, law-abiding citizens have no right to defend themselves. 

After the House recently voted to strip the citizenry of more of their rights, a trrumphant 
President Clinton announced that the so-called "assault weapons" ban meant a "sea change in the 
crime debate." It's not the last change we'll see. 

Property Wrongs 

The German proverb, "more laws, less justice," does seem apt when one considers that 
Americans face an estimated 30 times the number of laws that they did at the turn of the century. 
Does anyone think we are 30 times more just? What has certainly happened is that government 
has grown confiscatory: At least 43 percent of spending done in the nation is now categorized as 
government expenditures. 

Included in Bovard's section about property rights are statistics on the increase in the 
amount of property seized for various crimes -- or even accusations of crimes. Bovard also 
examines illegal "takings" of property in connection with often absurd environmental 
regulations. 

He also notes the numbers of properties destroyed for the sake of "urban renewal." 
Property rights often exist in the U.S. only if the state allows it. One family of 
Chinese-Americans, who spent 15 years developing an art supply store in Brooklyn, New York, 
lost that business to urban renewal bulldozers. Kam Chin compared his family's experience in the 
U.S. to what they suffered at the hands of the Red Chinese from whom they had fled. "They're 
doing the same thing," remarked Chin of the city officials. "They condemn my property. They 
take it away like a Communist country. Not only that but they give it to the rich. The whole thing 
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is really sick." 

But some enormous "crisis" no doubt made this all necessary? That is, in fact, the modus 
operandi of those who would seize our freedoms. "The decline of property rights has been driven 
by the endless proclamations of bogus emergencies," writes Bovard, "by constant demands for 
more government power in order to protect people against crises that existed largely in the minds 
of ambitious politicians. In each case, the emergency turned out to be a pretext to vastly expand 
government powers to deal with things unrelated to the emergency." 

Despotic Regulations 

Congress has been more than willing to cede much of its authority to unelected 
bureaucrats, leading to dangerous as well as ridiculous situations. Bovard notes the incongruities, 
such as giving so little attention to the potential for terrorist attack in this nation that the World 
Trade Center could be bombed with relative ease. At the same time the federal government is 
spending considerable effort on surveillance to make sure that out-of-state raisins aren't sent to 
California. 

Then there were the estimated 500 million nectarines and peaches given the death 
sentence in 1992. Bovard points with ridicule to the nectarine police in the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, who have made it a federal crime to sell nectarines that are one-sixteenth of an inch 
too small. Through quasi-democratic means, marketing orders dictate what you may eat. Yet the 
indirect nature of the marketing despotism permits these actions to take place out of the spotlight. 

Bovard explains: "If the USDA sent armed agents into every grocery store in the country 
and arrested shoppers who bought small California nectarines, USDA would be universally 
denounced as God's prize idiots. Instead, the government imposes its controls directly on 
California farms and fruit handlers -and most citizens never know how their government is 
thwarting the bounty of the nation's farmers." 

Bovard cites a more chilling example: The Food and Drug Administration (FDA), 
amazingly enough, has jurisdiction over almost $1 trillion worth of sales annually and is 
reaching for even more power. The head of the FDA's Drug Advertising Surveillance Bureau 
seems to have been bred with an Internal Revenue Service-like terrorist mentality. Remarked 
Kenneth Feather of the FDA: "We want to say to these companies that you don't know when or 
how we'll strike. We want to eliminate predictability." 

On the other hand, the FDA has become so inefficient and bureaucratic as to pose a 
different kind of threat. According to cancer specialists, 60 percent of legitimate chemotherapy is 
outside of recognized FDA guidelines. Dr. Cary Presant, chairman of the Los Angeles Oncologic 
Institute, explained how drug lag-time can become a killer: "The oncology community knows 
how to apply new drugs very rapidly. Results of recent clinical trials come out at national 
meetings and through oncology organizations, so we know the results of research six months 
before it gets into medical literature, two years before it is accepted by the three compendia and 
five years before it is on [an] FDA label .... I've had patients die waiting for drugs." 

Recurring Patterns 

The illustrations of arbitrary abuses of power are legion in Lost Rights, and by 
themselves make the book worthwhile. Consider the following examples: 

* It is illegal to sew buttons on dresses for pay in your own house. 

* Cub Scouts were prohibited from delivering Christmas cards around a neighborhood (in 
competition with the postal monopoly). 

* Baby teeth extracted by dentists were deemed to be hazardous waste by the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 
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* Federal "equal opportunity" policy requires employers to give special privileges to those 
with certain diseases; thus, restaurant owners are forced to employ those with AIDS, thereby 
giving the fatally afflicted the "right" to expose healthy Americans to infection. 

* Federal policies led to such banking catastrophes as the savings and loan scandal, which 
in turn resulted in giving government officials even more power over financial institutions. 

For all of its assets, there are a few liabilities in this book. They often, but not always, 
boil down to differences between libertarian and conservative viewpoints, such as in the debate 
over legalization of narcotics (which libertarians tend to favor). Bovard likely won't make too 
many converts among traditional conservatives with his arguments that the big problems with 
narcotics include high prices and lack of quality control. Even if there were "a slight increase in 
the number of people using drugs after legalization," he contends, "they would be using much 
safer drugs than are currently being used. It would be better to have six million people using 
clean cocaine than five million people using cocaine laced with benzene." Many conservatives 
will find similar areas for dispute in the realm of pornography. 

Nonetheless, the positive aspects of Lost Rights far outweigh any points of potential 
disagreement. The IRS is properly taken to task for its myriad abuses; bureaucratic monstrosities 
get slapped around by Bovard, as well they should, when, for example, it takes seven years and 
costs $100,000 to fire one teacher in Detroit; and the real hurt of federal programs is outlined, 
such as in Chicago, where years of help from Washington have resulted in fewer low-income 
homes than before the assistance began. 

Naturally, little of this recitation will make readers dance for joy. They would be well 
advised to read this volume while working on their 1040s -- when they are being reminded of 
how much they are kicking into Uncle Sam's kitty. 

As Bovard observes, the average head of a U.S. family "will be forced to do 20 years' 
labor to pay taxes in his or her lifetime. The federal tax system has turned individuals into 
sharecroppers of their lives. At current tax rates, workers are effectively forced to produce two 
bales of cotton for their political rulers for each three bales of cotton they are allowed to retain 
for themselves." What is worse, sharecroppers probably were better protected in days past. Now, 
adding injury to insult, the masters in Washington are disarming Americans and trying to deny 
them the right to safeguard their homes and families. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 
EDUCATION Mandated 
Multiculturalism 

The ultimate trrumph of the multicultural worldview will occur when patriotism is 
criminalized. That triumph may be hastened by the Florida educational establishment, which 
insists that it is "illegal" to teach schoolchildren that America's values and institutions are 
superior to those of other nations. 

On May 24th, the Florida Education Association (FEA) filed a lawsuit against the Lake 
County school board, insisting that the county's proposed curriculum guidelines violate state and 
federal law. Those guidelines require that Lake County public school instructors teach their 
students that America's traditional civic, social, and economic concepts and institutions "are 
superior to other foreign and historic cultures." The teacher's union and its allies contend that 
such patriotic instruction is "illegal" under the Florida Educational Equity Act and that the state's 
"Code of Ethics" forbids public school teachers from participating in such "indoctrination." 

Media Assault 
The announcement of the FEA lawsuit followed a week-long media campaign in which 
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the Lake County policy was denounced in various Establishment media organs as "racist," 
"divisive," and "intolerant." USA Today provided generous space to critics of the Lake County 
policy, one of whom -- a young immigrant from India -- told the publication that implementation 
of the policy "would hurt my feelings." 

According to school board chair Pat Hart, the "America First" policy is intended to unify 
students in their appreciation of the distinctive American heritage of liberty. "Thousands of 
people risk life and limb every day to come to America because they know this is the land of the 
free," Mrs. Hart told the New York Times. Nevertheless, advocates of multicultural education 
insist that the effort to instill this patriotic perspective is a crime against "diversity." 

Critics of the policy focused on the conservative Christian background of the 
three-member school board majority that favored the "America First" policy. Lake County 
school board member Phyllis Patten, who had voted against the policy, denounced Hart and the 
other proponents of the policy as "people with no experience and no education. You've got three 
people sitting on that board with high school educations who want to wrap the Bible and the flag 
around themselves, who don't believe in public education and are trying to undermine the 
system." 

Attitude Reconstruction 

In 1991, the Florida legislature passed HB 2511, a measure creating a state task force on 
multicultural education. The measure's preamble stated that "to live, learn, and work in a 
pluralistic world, every person needs to build an awareness of his or her own cultural and ethnic 
heritage, develop an understanding, respect, and appreciation for the history, culture, and 
contributions of other groups, and eliminate personal and national ethnocentrism so that he or 
she understands that a specific culture is not intrinsically superior or inferior to another..." 
(emphasis added). Generally, a preamble is considered to be a hortatory expression, rather than a 
legally binding injunction; however, multiculturalists in Florida insist that the preamble to HB 
2511 possesses the force of law. 

The FEA lawsuit protests that the Lake County "America First" policy requires "that 
teachers indoctrinate students to a viewpoint, rather than teach...." But indoctrination is the 
unmistakable objective of the state multicultural education guidelines, which are intended to 
"eliminate personal and national ethnocentrism" in public school students. The teacher's union 
protests that the Lake County policy impermissibly imposes an "orthodoxy" upon the classroom; 
however, the multicultural program itself decrees that "Florida recognizes that no one 
geo-cultural group is innately inferior or superior to another" -- thereby pronouncing a "pluralist" 
orthodoxy from which honorable people may dissent. 

FEA President Gail Burry insists that the Lake County guidelines constrict intellectual 
freedom. "We just need to give students all the facts, uncoerced thoughts, let them have critical 
thinking. All of this needs to be on a solid factual basis. You need to show all things about 
America, all things about other cultures, and let students arrive at their own decisions about it," 
Burry told THE NEW AMERICAN. "We can't do this if we're going to start by setting ourselves 
up as a superior nation." 

Florida state legislator Tom Feeney, a defender of the Lake County policy, explains that 
the Lake County school board has provoked the wrath of entrenched elites. "During the past 
several years, education in this state has become dominated by the educrats -- state and federal 
bureaucrats, radical unions, and social engineers," Feeney explained to THE NEW AMERICAN. 
"They have sought to rewrite the social studies and history courses." 

The intellectual poverty of the case against the Lake County "America First" policy is 
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illustrated by the tactics of that policy's critics, according to Feeney. "The sad part of this whole 
thing is that critics of the Lake County policy have resorted to epithets such as 'bigoted' or 
racist," Feeney laments. "Just 150 miles south of here, there are millions of black people in Haiti 
who are desperate to come to this country, and those Haitians who do, pass up two largely black 
countries -- the Dominican Republic and the Bahamas -- to come here. Do they do that because 
this is a supposedly 'white' country? Of course not. They do it because of the freedom and 
prosperity that have been created here as a result of our free institutions and cultural values." 

Florida's ethnic diversity testifies of the superiority of America's culture, Feeney 
contends. "There are all kinds of people here from Latin America, Asia, and other places. There's 
not a Cuban-American I know who objects to the idea of teaching their children that America's 
public culture is superior. The Asian boat people who came to America know and understand the 
value of American culture. In fact, people all around the world recognize that America offers a 
superior way of life -- yet we're forbidden to teach that to our schoolchildren." 

Mts. Hart points out that the Lake County guidelines are indifferent to race or ethnicity. 
"During our school board hearings, Americans of all racial backgrounds expressed support for 
this revision," Hart told THE NEW AMERICAN. "One of our statements came from a man from 
Turkey who came to America with about twenty dollars in his pocket. He's now teaching 
programs in adult literacy, contributing to the community." Notes Hart, "It's not the color of the 
skin that matters, but the values that you embrace, that makes a person an American." T.H. 
Poole, president of the Florida affiliate of the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People, has also emphatically denied that the "America First" policy is racist. "Where 
does that policy downgrade blacks or Hispanics? This is a great country. This [controversy] isn't 
worth the energy people are putting in it," Poole told the May 12th Orlando Sentinel. 

Accusations and Insinuations 

Because there is no evidence that Hart and her allies are motivated by bigotry, their 
critics have sought to smear them through insinuation. Carl Balado, an associate professor at the 
University of Central Florida who teaches a class in cultural diversity, told the Orlando Sentinel 
that the Lake County policy "is close to racism." Susan Glickman, the director of the Florida 
affiliate of the left-wing lobby People for the American Way (PAW), also suggested to the 
Sentinel that the "America First" policy had been inspired by prejudice: "The makeup of the 
country is changing, and it scares people who think they have an idea of how people should look 
and speak." When THE NEW AMERICAN asked Glickman about this statement, she replied, "I 
stand by it, but I don't think there's a racist basis [to the school board's policy]." 

Keith Mullins, spokesman for "People for Mainstream Values" (an FEA-allied special 
interest group), contends, "The people in control of that school board may not think of 
themselves as racists, but their actions have had that effect. They have voted against a lot of 
things that would have helped the less fortunate. It's clear that they're not too fond of other 
cultures. If you're not a white, Anglo-Saxon fundamentalist, they value you less." Asked if the 
school board members had said or done anything unambiguously racist, Mullins replied, "While 
they haven't verbally said anything, their actions imply racist motivations. It's just a pattern we've 
noticed." As proof of the "racist" motivations of the school board's conservative majority, 
Mullins cited its decision to refuse federal Head Start funds -- a choice that could reflect a desire 
for autonomy, rather than racism or indifference toward the poor. 

Bill Yandell of People for Mainstream Values told THE NEW AMERICAN that the 
Lake County policy is "like the situation described in Orwell's Animal Farm, where all of the 
animals were declared to be equal -- but some of them were a little more equal than the others. 
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This issue has a taste of that same thinking -- that there are some Americans who are a little 

‘more equal' than the rest." Asked if the conservative school board members had said or done 

anything indisputably racist, Yandell quickly replied, "I don't know that that is completely true." 
Unacceptable Diversity 

People for the American Way describes itself as a watchdog group monitoring "abuses of 
liberty." THE NEW AMERICAN asked PAW's Susan Glickman if the multicultural education 
mandate itself, which demands the eradication of "ethnocentric" attitudes, represents a 
government imposition upon freedom of speech and freedom of conscience. Glickman deftly 
equivocated: "Well, I think that's subject to interpretation. The perception of Multiculturalism 
may vary from classroom to classroom .... I think that people have interpreted ethnocentrism to 
mean different things to different people." 

Glickman described the America First policy as "a step backward" from genuine 
multiculturalism, because it would create the belief that "people who have other perspectives or 
other backgrounds are -- to use their word -- 'inferior.' "(In fact, the word "inferior" does not 
appear in the Lake County policy.) 

Both Glickman and Yandell decry Hart and her allies as "stealth" politicians -- "religious 
right" activists who won their positions by misleading the public about their agenda. Hart 
dismisses that accusation. "When I ran for this position four years ago, I did so as a housewife 
who is concerned about her children and everybody else's kids as well," Hart told THE NEW 
AMERICAN. "Lake County got no surprises when it elected me. I was up front about my 
concerns, my values, and my intentions." 

Prominent among Hart's concerns is the effect of public education upon the minds of 
America's coming leadership class: "These kids are going to be our leaders and our 
decision-makers before long, and I was genuinely surprised to see the extent that politics dictates 
education decisions. There's not much genuine concern for the intellectual development and 
welfare of these kids; it's all a matter of politics." 

Hart points out that the Lake County school board's problems have coincided with a 
decision to conduct an efficiency audit of the local school system. "Right after the beginning of 
the year, we announced it [the audit]," Hart reports. "We found ourselves immediately in trouble 
with the teacher's union and the state administration. They really didn't like the suggestion that 
they could be doing things better and more efficiently." 

Whatever may be the specific motivation behind the FEA lawsuit, the action could result 
in a profoundly troubling precedent. Three decades ago, prayer was decreed to be unsuitable for 
public education. Should the critics of the America First policy prevail, patriotism may soon 
follow piety into educational oblivion. 

-- WILLIAM NORMAN GRIGG 
CULTURAL CURRENTS A New FACE to 
Oppression 

"What we are about to do today is wrong. But hey, this is Congress -- what else is new." 
Thus spoke Representative Chris Smith (R-NJ) on May 5th as the House of Representatives 
debated the final version of the Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances (FACE) bill, which 
eventually passed the House by a vote of 241 to 174. The measure won final approval from the 
Senate on May 12th and was signed into law by President Clinton on May 26th. 

Although supporters of FACE correctly state that the measure federalizes acts of violence 
and vandalism committed against abortionists, the measure also makes a federal felony out of 
certain forms of nonviolent pro-life activism. Violent offenders are subject to fines of $100,000 
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and a prison term of one year for the first offense, and $250,000 and three years imprisonment 
for subsequent offenses. Those found guilty of impeding access to an abortion clinic through 
nonviolent means could receive up to six months in prison and a $10,000 fine for the first 
conviction, with a term of 18 months and $25,000 in fines for additional offenses. In addition, 
FACE will allow abortion clinics and pro-abortion pressure groups to file civil lawsuits against 
pro-life activists who have not been convicted of crimes; those suits may be filed in federal court 
on behalf of abortion clinics by the U.S Attorney General or the Attorney General of any state. 
Narrow Target 

FACE is a measure without precedent in American law, as it is narrowly targeted at one 
faction involved in a social debate. As Representative Jim Bunning (R-KY) observed, FACE 
makes "a pro-life individual's convictions a thought crime and [puts] the congressional stamp of 
approval on the pro-abortion side of the debate." Representative Jim Sensenbrenner (R-WI) 
highlighted the discriminatory and inequitable effects of FACE, noting that "if two people are 
engaging in identical conduct -- 1.e., peaceful, non-violent civil disobedience -- outside an 
abortion clinic but for different reasons, only the pro-life person has committed a crime under 
FACE, and it is only a federal crime because of the person's belief that abortion is wrong." Porter 
Goss (R-FL) declared, "This may be the most un-American legislation I've witnessed in my time 
here. It places good American citizens with one set of beliefs at severe disadvantage to ... 
American citizens with another set of beliefs .... And then it intentionally tilts the scales of justice 
to the distinct advantage of one group at the distinct expense to another." 

Although FACE primarily targets organized pro-life activism, an important secondary 
target is local law enforcement. The supposed inadequacy of local and state law enforcement 
officials to deal with pro-life protest was a constant refrain during the House and Senate debates. 
Some supporters of the measure suggested that local and state police were complicit in acts of 
violence against clinics. Senator Ben Campbell (D-CO) stated, "Many of these people [that is, 
pro-life protesters] have gotten away with their violent actions because local law enforcement 
shares their views...." 

Police know that pro-abortion extremists are generally more violent than militants on the 
pro-life side. On April 1, 1993, pro-abortion activist Katherine Hudson testified before the House 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Crime and Criminal Justice, "I know that law enforcement is much 
more concerned with the behavior of the much more radical pro-choice liberal activists ... than 
they are with Operation Rescue." 

Reverend Robert L. Schenck, a pro-life activist, can verify Hudson's perception. Schenck 
recalls a Buffalo clinic protest during which he was beaten and spit upon by pro-abortion 
demonstrators. The police intervened -- only to arrest Schenck and place him in jail. When the 
clergyman inquired why the police had chosen to arrest the victim rather than his assailants, he 
was given a fascinating answer: "... when there's going to be a riot, they can arrest anybody. And 
you people [pro-lifers] come in here like ladies and gentlemen. When the abortion people come 
in here, they're kicking and cursing and biting, and these officers don't know whether or not 
they've got AIDS. Who would you arrest?" 

Tired Lies 

Congressional supporters of FACE tirelessly recycle the accusation that pro-life groups 
have organized a "nationwide conspiracy" of "violence and terror" intended to intimidate 
proprietors and customers of abortion clinics. This claim was justified by repeated recitation of 
the dubious statistic -- provided by the National Abortion Federation, a highly partisan source -- 
that 1,0003,000 incidents of "violence, harassment and intimidation" have been committed by 
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clinic protesters since 1977. But as Senator Don Nickles (R-OK) pointed out, the 1993 "Clinic 
Violence Survey Report" compiled by the Fund for a Feminist Majority documents that "the vast 
majority of incidents reported [by clinics] were non-violent." Furthermore, little attention was 
paid to the fact that pro-abortion extremists have committed numerous acts of assault, vandalism, 
and harassment against peaceful pro-life activists. 

Advocates of FACE relied upon lurid emotionalism to compensate for their questionable 
command of the facts. Representative Louise Slaughter (D-NY), a major sponsor of the measure, 
wailed that clinic protesters had committed "knifings and killings"; Representative Nita Lowey 
(D-NY) claimed that "women and doctors are being harassed, terrorized, even murdered" by 
protesters. Neither could cite an instance in which a patron of an abortion clinic had been killed 
or assaulted with a knife. Nor does the murder of Florida abortionist David Gunn illustrate the 
need for a measure such as FACE. Gunn's murderer was captured, tried, convicted, and 
sentenced without the aid of a federal statute. 

Collective Guilt? 

By seizing upon the murder of David Gunn to assault the rights of pro-life activists, the 
Clinton Administration and the pro-abortion movement have made use of tactics pioneered by 
Hitler's National Socialist party. 

In Paris on November 7, 1938, a Jewish man named Herschel Grynszpan shot a minor 
German diplomat named Ernst von Rath. Grynszpan, a Jewish refugee, sought revenge for the 
imprisonment of his parents in a Nazi concentration camp; he had intended to kill the German 
ambassador, Count Johannes von Welczeck. His desperate act fit perfectly with a theme 
promoted by the Nazi propaganda machine. As Reverend Paul Schenck notes in his book, The 
Extermination of Christianity, "Before the killing of von Rath, Nazi propaganda had accused 
the German Jews of waging a ‘hate campaign' against the concentration camps, which the Nazis 
believed were admirable institutions. As a result, party leaders were just waiting for an occasion 
that could be exploited for the purpose of meting out retribution against the Jewish population." 

Within two days of von Rath's murder, Nazi-controlled mobs busied themselves in the 
mass pogrom that has come to be known as Kristallnacht -- the "Night of Shattered Glass." 
Businesses, homes, and houses of worship were put to the torch, and dozens of Jews were 
murdered. While Nazi-dominated mobs brought "pressure from below," the National Socialist 
elite was ready to bring "pressure from above": After the violence had dissipated, the 
government enacted a measure ordering the arrests of all Jews who had participated in business, 
industry, or politics. Those apprehended were sent to concentration camps as "Jews in protective 
custody." 

At a Nazi cabinet meeting held shortly after Kristallnacht, Hermann Goering announced 
that "German Jewry shall, as punishment for their crimes, et cetera, have to make a contribution 
for one billion marks. That will work. The swine won't commit another murder." 

In the aftermath of the 1993 murder of Dr. David Gunn, New York Times columnist 
Anthony Lewis struck a Goering-esque note by insisting that the crime revealed the "essential 
truth" about the "fanatics" who support the pro-life position. Pro-abortion groups set up a 
concerted howl that "they" -meaning the pro-life movement at large -- had killed Gunn. Within a 
short time, Attorney General Janet Reno, whose term was christened with the blood of children 
at Waco, announced that the passage of a clinic access bill would be a "top priority." 

As President Clinton signed FACE into law, he denounced pro-life activists as "people 
who think they have the right to take the law into their own hands, to misrepresent the positions 
of their opponents and to wreak violence in this country and [commit] verbal extremism and 
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distort the tenor of public debate...." He also stated that David Gunn had been killed by "the 
people who gave rise to this act," suggesting that much of the pro-life movement was implicated 
in the act of one criminal -- and that FACE is a proper imposition upon pro-lifers for "their 
crimes." 

Search for Conspiracy 

Some federal law enforcement agencies seem poised to prosecute the mythical pro-life 
"conspiracy." According to the February 26th Washington Post, the Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco 
and Firearms (ATF), which is investigating the wounding of an abortionist in Wichita last 
August, is conducting "the first serious federal investigation into the question of whether an 
organized, underground network of [pro-life] extremists" can be identified. Rochelle Renee 
Shannon, the woman who committed the Wichita shooting, has participated in numerous protests 
and donated money to several pro-life groups. 

According to the Post report, ATF agents "have interviewed officials of anti-abortion 
groups in which Shannon was active and others affiliated with groups to which Shannon 
contributed money." The ATF investigation "could lead to federal racketeering charges against 
her and others under a recent Supreme Court ruling." 

Federal officials have reached new heights of ingenuity in redefining pro-life activism as 
a criminal offense. In March 1993, Reverend Paul Schenck was hit with a $5,000 contempt 
citation for violating a federal court's injunction forbidding actions that could "impede access to 
abortion." Schenck's "offense" was to present a speech in Washington, DC urging a "holy 
rebellion" against the pro-abortion policies of the Clinton Administration. Schenck did not urge 
his listeners to commit acts of violence or vandalism, nor did he present a physical obstruction to 
those seeking abortion services; he simply condemned the incumbent Administration and urged 
Christians to oppose it. 

Schenck's experience is significant in light of the fact that FACE defines impeding access 
to abortion as a federal felony; the citation slapped upon Schenck suggests that some federal 
courts are willing to define that offense to include nearly any form of public opposition to 
abortion. 

-- WILLIAM NORMAN GRIGG 
"Genial Radical" Seeger 
ITEM: 4 preview of the PBS program, "Pure Pete Seeger," appearing in the New York Times 
for May 20, 1994, reads: "Bill Moyers' Journal’ goes up the Hudson River this week to celebrate 
the 75th birthday of Pete Seeger, folk singer, composer, environmentalist and genial radical. 
Some of his causes and affiliations got him blacklisted in the McCarthy era, something that now 
seems incredible about the kindly gentleman who founded an annual Strawberry, Cake Festival." 
CORRECTION: It would be truly "incredible" if one tried to pass off, say, Adolf Hitler as 
merely an orator, water colorist, animal rights proponent, and lover of Wagner's music. It is 
correspondingly fraudulent to try to disguise veteran Stalinist Pete Seeger as a misunderstood 
musician who is but a genial founder of a cake festival. 

The list of Seeger's affiliations with Communist Party fronts and work for outright 
communist causes is too long to enumerate here. He was convicted for contempt of Congress in 
1961 for refusing to answer questions in 1955 about his Communist Party membership. The 
decision was reversed in 1962 over a point concerning the authority of the subcommittee to 
conduct the hearings. 

The reversal by technicality, keep in mind, didn't make Seeger any less Red. He 
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continued to march in May Day parades, to perform for Communist Party units and its cultural 
division, and to back causes central to the Party's operations. The House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, in its annual report for 1961, noted: "The case of Pete Seeger, the folk 
singer, offers another example of the type of assistance the U.S. Communist Party receives from 
abroad. Seeger, as mentioned before, has been identified as a member of the Communist Party 
and today, as for many years past, is an inveterate promoter of party fronts and the party line." 

New World Trading Order 

ITEM: From a column by Hobart Rowen in the Washington Post for May 26, 1994: "The 
major substantive question raised by GATT opponents is whether U.S. sovereignty will be 
compromised by the new WTO. But this is really a smokescreen for special interests that want to 
preserve the government's ability to protect them by imposing unilateral trade sanctions." 

ITEM: From an editorial in the Washington Post for May 10, 1994, entitled "Sovereignty 
and the WTO": "What about Mr. [Newt] Gingrich's fears of world government and reckless 
majorities of undemocratic ministates trashing American laws? There's always been a threat of 
suspicion running here and there through American politics that membership in international 
organizations will undermine American sovereignty." 

CORRECTION: The global trade pact, established under the auspices of the General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), would establish a super-agency called the World 
Trade Organization (WTO). The 117-nation treaty was signed by U.S. Trade Representative 
Mickey Kantor on behalf of the U.S., but it requires a majority of both houses of Congress for 
ratification. 

The WTO's potential whittling of U.S. sovereignty is not merely a "smokescreen" as 
Hobart Rowan (CFR) argues. The agreement would subvert U.S. trade laws, as well as health, 
safety, and environmental matters -- with differences being settled by "harmonization 
committees" in a bureaucracy headquartered in Geneva. 

Representative Newt Gingrich (R-GA), the House Minority Whip, indicates that, while 
he favors a global pact, he fears ratifying this one would make GATT "a 
Third-World-dominated, dictatorship-dominated system." Says Gingrich: "I'm for world trade, 
but I'm against world government." Gingrich' lists some of his concerns over establishing a 
"United Nations of world trade": 

First, having a one-nation, one-vote mechanism in which Rwanda equals the United 

States or Antigua and Macao could combine to outvote the United States is at best 

questionable and at worst dangerous. Second, having the United States pay more 

than 20 percent of the budget (based on its share of world trade) while getting less 

than one percent of the vote is just wrong. Third, Vice President Al Gore's speech 

at the GATT plenary session proposed an agenda of labor and environmental 

issues that is a dramatic expansion of the World Trade Organization .... 

Trade Representative Kantor's dubious contentions are undercut by reality. Even the 
Washington Post has reported: "The WTO cannot overrule U.S. laws or regulations, Kantor said 
[a precarious supposition], although if the United States lost a case before the WTO and refused 
to accept the ruling, it could be faced with sanctions on U.S. products imposed by the winning 
side." 

Peter Sutherland, director general of GATT, acknowledges that the new system's 
decisions "will have to be accepted .... If reports are adopted but not adequately implemented 
within a reasonable period, sanctions can be imposed upon the recalcitrant country." The 
admissions of another proponent of the new WTO, James Glassman writing in the Washington 
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Post, should give more pause: "Other countries could indeed gang up on us, and we could roll 
over and play dead. Even Kantor concedes that 'no one can assure that any administration won't 
give away its rights or sovereignty.' This one won't, he says, but who can tell in the future?" 

The U.S. Constitution reserves for Congress (Article One, Section Eight), the power to 
"regulate commerce with foreign nations .... "As commentator Patrick Buchanan educes, "To 
grant foreign bureaucrats veto power over U.S. tariff and trade policy would be an insult to the 
memory of the Men of '76, a sellout of U.S. sovereignty, a sin against patriotism, and a crime 
against the Constitution." 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 
THE LAW Upholding 
the Fourth 

The Fourth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution provides: "The right of the people to be 
secure in their persons, houses, papers and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or 
affirmation and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be 
seized." 

Unconstitutional and Invasive 

On April 7, 1994, U.S. District Judge Wayne R. Andersen held unconstitutional under the 
Fourth Amendment the policy of the Chicago Housing Authority which authorized "sweeps," or 
watrantless searches, of CHA housing projects for illegal weapons. The "sweeps" were 
conducted by sealing off all entrances and exits of the building and conducting door-to-door 
searches of all the apartments. The police would search closets, drawers, refrigerators, cabinets, 
and personal effects. Because of the difficulty of obtaining and coordinating sufficient police to 
conduct the searches, the sweeps usually took place several days, and never less than two days, 
after the gunfire or other criminal activity that precipitated the sweeps. 

Judge Andersen's rationale is worth quoting at length: "In order to overcome the 
presumption that a warrantless search of a home is unconstitutional, the defendant (CHA) must 
show that it had both probable cause for the search and exigent circumstances that excuse its 
failure to obtain the warrant .... In this case, the Search Policy ... orders searches where there is 
no probable cause to believe that a search of any particular apartment will prevent the 
commission of a crime, unveil evidence of a crime, or lead to an arrest .... [W]e find that exigent 
circumstances did not exist when the twelve searches at issue in this case were conducted. The 
sweeps usually took place several days after the shooting activity and in no instance occurred 
within forty-eight hours after the gunfire. Moreover, even when they exist, exigent circumstances 
do not erase the additional prerequisite of probable cause. Without any probable cause for 
searching particular apartments, the searches under the Search Policy are unconstitutional, no 
matter how exigent the circumstances .... For purposes of satisfying the Fourth Amendment, 
searching two or more apartments in the same building is no different than searching two or 
more completely separate houses. Probable cause must be shown for searching each house or, in 
this case, each apartment .... Probable cause must be shown for searching each residence unless it 
be shown that, although appearing to be a building of several apartments, the entire building is 
actually being used as a single unit." 

President Clinton responded to Judge Andersen's ruling by announcing a "new policy" 
during his April 16th radio address. Among other things, he said that "We're going to work with 
residents in high-crime areas to permit the full range of searches that the Constitution does allow 
-- in common areas, in vacant apartments, and in circumstances where residents are in immediate 
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danger. We'll encourage more weapons frisks of suspicious persons. And we'll ask tenant 
associations to put clauses in their leases allowing searches when crime conditions make it 
necessary." 

Harvey Grossman, legal director of the Illinois branch of the ACLU, said that consent 
clauses in leases "would be acceptable" as long as they are not "a condition of the lease" and 
could be revoked "whenever a tenant wants to." The Supreme Court has held that freely and 
voluntarily given consent to a search obviates the need for a warrant. 

Administrative searches or inspections, such as government inspections of automobile 
junkyards to discover stolen vehicles, or house inspections by municipal health inspectors 
seeking to ensure compliance with local codes, can be justified on a "reasonableness" 
requirement that is less rigid than the probable cause test applied to criminal searches. The 
Clinton plan, however, authorizes criminal searches rather than mere administrative inspections. 

The warrantless searches are not only invasive, but may also be ineffective. In a four-day 
search of every apartment in 12 high-rise CHA buildings in 1993, only 23 weapons were 
obtained, most in vacant apartments and common areas where no warrant would have been 
needed anyway. Once a sweep is over, the weapons apparently come right back into the building. 

Dangerous Precedent 

The focus of the issue is the Robert Taylor Houses, a CHA complex of 28 identical 
16-story towers. "'The conditions are awful here,' said Tina Jackson, 19, as she cradled her 
1-year-old daughter Olivia outside one of the Taylor buildings, with gang members standing in a 
clump nearby. 'They send police in here, and then what? The guns come right back in, and the 
conditions go on falling apart.'" The project's 2,500 children follow a simple rule voiced by 
Antoine, a ten-year-old: "If you hear a gunshot, you run home." Wanda Hilliard, whose 
24-year-old brother was fatally shot in the head while visiting his sister at a Taylor apartment in 
1991, said, "They need to send the National Guard over here. To hell with privacy rights. Let the 
ACLU spend a night here." Mothers at Taylor and other CHA buildings are known to put their 
children to bed in the bathtub to protect them from stray bullets. 

Despite the appeal of a "sweeping" remedy in such a situation, Americans ought to think 
twice before signing on to this program. Although many good Americans applaud such searches 
in CHA housing projects, the reasoning that would sustain them would also sustain sweeping 
searches for the guns those same good Americans own for family protection. The answer to 
crime in the CHA projects is not a cosmetic "sweeping" remedy of passing effect. Rather, it is a 
reversal of the many actions of the courts and Congress which prevent local law enforcement 
authorities from doing their job. And we ought to acknowledge that crime is a symptom of the 
destruction of family authority, and of respect for the law of God, by government policies hostile 
to both. 

-- CHARLES E. RICE 
Global Gun Control 

The United Nations Disarmament Commission recently approved a working paper 
proposing tighter gun controls for the U.S. and other nations. The commission's 
recommendation, according to an Associated Press dispatch, "could lead to a debate over the 
weapons trade, including the relatively freewheeling U.S. small-arms business, in the 
higher-profile U.N. General Assembly." 

According to AP, the "U.S. representative on the Disarmament Commission ... balked at 
first last December when the subject of arms trafficking was proposed for debate. But on May 9 
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the United States allowed consensus adoption of the working paper, which makes the issue one 
of two items ... on the commission agenda for its spring 1995 meetings." The "little-noted move 
represents the first U.N. effort to foster regulation of the multibillion-dollar trade in small arms." 

The U.S.-backed working paper declares that individual governments are "impotent" to 
deal with global arms trafficking, and proposes "harmonization" of gun control standards around 
the world to make it easier to discover and thwart such trafficking. It asserts that "the arms 
permitted for civilian use ... should be subject to controls at all points in the chain, from 
production and-or acquisition up to the time they are sold to an individual. From then on, they 
should remain subject to monitoring and control." The UN's harmonization scheme would, AP 
notes, "Inevitably mean tightening controls" on the U.S. gun business. 

Brady Fails Court Test 

On May 16th, Judge Charles Lovell of the U.S. District Court for Montana struck down 
the Brady law's requirement that local law enforcement authorities conduct background checks 
on prospective gun purchasers. Lovell ruled that the federally imposed checks could force state 
and local officials to increase budgets or cut services to comply, which could in turn erode their 
chances of being re-elected. Paul Williams, executive director of the Citizens' Committee for the 
Right to Keep and Bear Arms, observes, "We now have a Brady bill that has no purpose except 
to make law-abiding people wait." 

Second Thoughts 

In February, the U.S. Forest Service published 12 pages of regulations supposedly 
intended to fight crime and enhance public safety in national forests by, among other things, 
banning the possession of firearms on forest land. The proposals ignited such a firestorm of 
protest that on May 18th Forest Service overseer Jack Ward Thomas withdrew them. Thomas 
lamented, "Many people were confused and upset about the intent of our proposed rules...." 
Upset perhaps, but hardly confused. Indeed, it was apparently because so many Americans were 
clear-headed about the intent and implications of the gun ban that they rose up to declare a 
resounding "No!" 

The Loyal "Opposition" 

On April 21st, the Senate approved (by unrecorded voice vote) a nonbinding resolution 
endorsing the Clinton Administration's controversial proposal to have tenants of crime-ridden 
government housing projects sign leases consenting in advance to surprise, warrantless weapons 
searches of their apartments. The resolution was offered by Senate Minority Leader Bob Dole 
(R-KS), who was instrumental in orchestrating passage of the Brady law. 

Baby-Face Nickoles 

During a bus ride to her school in Boston last December, seven-year-old Amber Nickoles 
took a pink, transparent, three-inch-long water pistol from her bookbag and showed it to 
schoolmates. Two days later she was suspended by school officials and ordered to undergo a 
psychological evaluation at a counseling center for students who bring weapons to school. 

The evaluation concluded that Amber was "a charming, friendly and lively, alert young 
lady" who showed "absolutely no signs clinically that she is in danger to herself or to others, and 
it is felt that, very frankly, she was not aware of the conditions of bringing a toy gun to school 
nor the surplus ramifications that the incident suggests." 

Principal Judith Prince defended her decision to suspend Amber, since a four-page 
handout summarizing school disciplinary rules had earlier been sent to parents, to be read to their 
children. As noted by the Boston Globe for May 4, 1994, the handout "refers to a mock gun 
under the heading: 'When may a student be expelled?' There are several answers that include 
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using a mock gun in a threatening manner, which Amber was not accused of doing." 

Boston school spokesman Larry Falson told a reporter: "With the height of fear in this 
city in terms of guns, I wouldn't cast [the principal's] actions' off so fast if I were you. There is a 
crisis with regard to guns. How do you attempt to bring this under control?" 

Hardly by disarming and persecuting grade-school watergun wielders. 

Selective Anti-Gunnery 

Florida Governor Lawton Chiles has lobbied enthusiastically for the falsely captioned 
"assault" weapons ban, which would outlaw weapons with detachable magazines and any two of 
sundry other characteristics, including a telescoping or folding stock. When it was recently 
reported that he owned a gun covered by the ban (a Ruger Mini-14 .223 with folding stock), 
Chiles told Associated Press "I've supported a ban on assault weapons," but claimed "It's not an 
assault weapon. It's a rifle I got for turkey hunting; it folds up." 

The governor is correct when he says that his rifle is not an "assault" weapon. But then, 
neither are those semiautomatic firearms which he has misleadingly condemned as "assault" 
weapons. Obviously, Sarah Brady's sauce for the pro-gun goose is personally distasteful to this 
anti-gun gubernatorial gander. 

Commenting on Chiles' rifle, Firearms Coalition head Neal Knox noted that the "public 
was told no hunter would want or use such a gun, so there was no harm in banning it." 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 
IN MEMORIAM The 
Passing of a Patriot 

After a lifetime of devoted service to God, Family, and Country, President Ezra Taft 
Benson of the Church of Jesus Christ of LatterDay Saints passed away on May 30th at the age of 
94. Recognized by members of the LDS Church as a prophetic leader, Benson was recognized by 
constitutionalists of all religious denominations as a patriot and a man of the highest integrity. 

Born in the tiny town of Whitney, Idaho just before the turn of the century, Benson 
achieved numerous positions of public trust in his chosen field of agriculture before being called 
to the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles of the LDS Church in 1943. As a church leader, Benson 
visited war-ravaged Europe in 1946 on a mission of humanitarian relief. While on that mission 
Benson developed a deepened concern for his fellow man and a heightened understanding of the 
machinations that guide modern politics. 

In 1953, Benson was chosen by President Eisenhower to serve as Secretary of 
Agriculture, a position that Benson held for eight years, despite his frequent philosophical 
disagreements with Eisenhower and others within the Administration. Benson's resistance to 
agricultural subsidies and price supports made him an embattled, controversial figure. His efforts 
provoked the wrath of farm unionists, establishment journalists, and New Deal-era Marxists 
within his own department. 

During his tenure at the Agriculture Department, Benson often encountered the most 
envenomed hostility, yet the public record is barren of any mention of Benson repaying 
recriminations in kind. Recalling a Senate hearing during which then-Secretary Benson was 
mercilessly hectored and interrupted by liberal opponents, the Orange County Register reported 
that "Benson's most intense display of anger consisted only of a reddening of the neck and a 
lower lip thrust defiantly outward." 

Benson's preternatural composure would be repeatedly tested following his return to 
full-time church work in 1961. He defined his ministry to include the defense of the Constitution, 
which Latter-Day Saints regard as a divinely inspired document. Benson's devotion to the 
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Constitution was expressed in these remarks from an address delivered in 1964: "Blessed by 
providence in their struggle for liberty and independence, the power of Heaven rested on 
[America's] Founders as they drafted that greatest document for governing men, the Constitution 
of the United States .... From them we were endowed with a legacy of liberty -- a Constitutional 
Republic." 

Benson's reverence for the Constitution was coupled with an understanding of the 
organized effort to subvert constitutional government. Because he dared call that effort a 
conspiracy, Benson was denounced in the media and by some elements within the LDS Church. 
Benson's endorsement of the John Birch Society and his personal friendship with JBS founder 
Robert Welch were condemned on the floor of the House of Representatives by Congressman 
Ralph R. Harding (D-ID), a member of the LDS Church -- an act without precedent in LDS 
history. 

When Benson became president of the LDS Church in 1985, the press recycled its earlier 
denunciations. Associated Press writer Vern Anderson characterized Benson as "a rabid 
anti-communist"; Anderson's AP associate Peg McEntee denounced Benson's "virulent 
anti-communism."” J.D. Williams, a Mormon political science professor at the University of 
Utah, predicted that Benson's administration would "represent a great leap toward political and 
religious fundamentalism, and I think it's going to be a period of great schism and sadness in the 
Mormon Church." In fact, during Benson's administration -which emphasized the fundamentals 
of the LDS faith -- the church enjoyed unprecedented growth. 

Benson never abandoned his commitment to constitutional principles. This commitment 
was evident in his last address, in which he declared: "America is a choice land. God raised up 
the Founding Fathers of the United States of America and established an inspired Constitution." 
He also warned that "wickedness is rapidly expanding in every segment of our society. It is more 
highly organized, more cleverly disguised, and more powerfully promoted than ever before. 
Secret combinations [conspiracies] lusting for power, gain and glory are flourishing. A secret 
combination that seeks to overthrow the freedom of all lands, nations, and countries is increasing 
in its evil influence and control over America and the world." 

Despite the challenges of his callings and the contumely of his critics, Ezra Taft Benson 
never relented in his devotion to truth. He died at age 94, his depleted mortal frame surrendering 
a humble and honorable soul. In a 1964 tribute to President Benson, Reverend Francis E. Fenton 
wrote: "... while Ezra Taft Benson's numerous published books and his many public addresses 
reveal unquestionably that he is a scholar and a patriot, he is primarily a man of God .... With a 
sufficiency of leaders of his caliber, we can be assured that this nation, under God, will emerge 
triumphant over all enemies, both foreign and domestic, who seek to bring about its ruin." 


-- WILLIAM NORMAN GRIGG 
PUBLISHER'S PAGE Another CFR Member on 
the Court 
John F. McManus 


President Clinton and the nation's media have offered many reasons why Mr. Clinton's 
choice of Judge Stephen G. Breyer for the Supreme Court is a good one. He is, we are told, a 
brilliant jurist; he is highly educated; he is a pragmatist; he is favored by Senators Edward 
Kennedy (D-MA) and Orrin Hatch (R-UT), two legislators who supposedly harbor "very 
different" views; and his nomination poses the "fewest problems" for the President. 

Nowhere has there been any mention of the telling fact that Mr. Clinton and Stephen 
Breyer belong to the same powerful organization, the Council on Foreign Relations. If he is 
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confirmed (and there seems to be little doubt of that), the Boston jurist will become the third 
member of the High Court -- along with Sandra Day O'Connor and Ruth Bader Ginsburg -- 
holding membership in the globalist group. 

Establishment Career Path 

Born in San Francisco, Stephen Breyer graduated from Stanford, earned a degree as a 
Marshall Scholar at England's Oxford University, and won a law degree at Harvard. While at 
Stanford, he played the role of Secretary-General at a model United Nations assembly. 

After Harvard Law School, Breyer served as a clerk for Supreme Court Justice Arthur 
Goldberg, himself a CFR member. Breyer became a special assistant to Attorney General Robert 
Kennedy and then joined the faculty of Harvard Law School. During his years at Harvard, he 
took time out to work as a special prosecutor during the Watergate investigation and to function 
as chief counsel to the Senate Judiciary Committee. In 1980, after special pleading from Senator 
Edward Kennedy, President Jimmy Carter named Breyer to the U.S. Court of Appeals. He has 
served in that post, becoming the First Circuit's Chief Judge in 1990. 

Admired by many for a judicial posture which enables him to "support any position," 
Breyer's judicial career has seen him back affirmative action and rule in favor of regulating the 
curriculum of a private Christian school. His apparent disdain for the First Amendment in the 
curriculum ruling didn't keep him from citing the same First Amendment to strike down loyalty 
investigations for World Health Organization candidates. His support for environmental causes 
has earned him the deep admiration of the nation's Green Regime. 

On the other hand, he supported the right of abortion opponents to offer counseling at 
federally financed clinics and even ruled that minors must obtain parental consent before 
undergoing an abortion. He is well known for his role in devising federal sentencing rules. And 
he played a key role in the deregulation of the airline industry, a plus for both the airlines and 
their customers. 

CFR Tightens Its Grip 

The U.S. government is supposed to be comprised of three distinct and competing 
branches: legislative, executive, and judicial. But each is presently dominated by members of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, an organization whose history clearly confirms its preference for 
world government at the expense of national sovereignty. 

The leader of the executive branch, President Clinton, is a member as is Secretary of 
State Christopher, Secretary of the Interior Babbitt, and literally hundreds of other secretaries, 
under-secretaries, and high-level officials in the Administration. 

Speaker of the House Tom Foley and Majority Leader Richard Gephardt lead the House 
of Representatives. And the presiding officer in the Senate is Majority Leader George Mitchell. 
Each of these men, along with numerous other prominent leaders of the House and Senate, are 
also members of the CFR. 

When Judge Breyer appears before the Senate during the confirmation process, don't 
expect to hear any mention of his membership in this elite club. It is politically incorrect to bring 
it up. But the American people had better become aware of what it is and who belongs. What is 
at stake is nothing less than personal freedom and national sovereignty. 

This commentary is also syndicated by the John Birch Society Features. 
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